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""'| try not to think about the future; think 
they'd get rid of the British fishing fleet if 

they could." Masculinity and self-reliance 
are being steadily eroded at every level of 


WHAT 
WE 


THINK 


Britain being sold off 


Going, going, gone! Britain’s economic 
assets and resources are being bought up by 
foreigners at such a speed that it is getting 
difficult to keep up with the process. We are 
all familiar with the sale of Rover to BMW, 
coming on top of that of Jaguar to Fords. Last 
month, the Midland Electricity Board was 
taken over by an American company, Avon 
Energy. This made it the third such regional 
electricity authority to come under US 
ownership. The French, as most people know, 
are meanwhile buying into our water 
companies and our railways. 

John Edwards, writing in the Daily Mail on 
May 7th, spoke of the Union Jacks flying 
proudly over many well-known London 
business landmarks masking the fact that 
more and more property in the centre of the 
capital, and the firms located on it, are in 
foreign hands — citing Harvey Nichols (Hong 
Kong), Acquascutum (Japanese) and Trafalgar 
House (Norwegian). The latter, apparently, 
was not long ago snapped up by the Kvaerner 
shipbuilding company — the QE2 with it. 
Will we British end up owning anything of 
our Own country and its products? 


Nigit ia ava iu st 


Tory Governments evidently don’t think 
this is a question worth bothering very much 
about, since they have done their level best to 
encourage the trend of overseas takeovers 
ever since they took power in 1979. Obviously 
in agreement with them (he would be, 
wouldn’t he?) is Kvaerner boss, Erik Tonseth, 
who was quoted by Edwards as saying that 
what was important was not which country 
owned what but how the company was going 
to be run. 

Taking this argument in the direction in 
which it logically leads, we might apply it to 
our own homes and indeed the rest of our 
property. To all of us, there is the tempt- 
ation when in need of ready cash to sell off 
the houses we live in and then continue as 
residents paying rent to the new owners. And 
maybe if we allowed those owners to 
determine the use of all our domestic amenities 
they might be made to function more 
efficiently! 

Looking at things in the short term, it 
could make a lot of sense. The trouble is that 
in the long term we are of course worse off, 
as we usually end up paying more in rent than 
we get for the sale. That is why it is the 
ambition of most young couples setting off 


starting homes to own those homes as soon as — 


possible. Economic questions apart, being 
owner of your own home means being master 
init, and that is a vital ingredient of pride and 
self-respect. 

Attracting foreign capital into Britain is 
regularly cited by our politicians as a sign of 
national economic achievement, and current 
debate over our position in Europe is hinging 
to a great extent on how much staying in or 
getting out would affect Japanese, American 
and other non-European investment into this 
country. The very phrase “‘attracting foreign 
capital’’ of course sounds much more 
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agreeable than ‘‘being bought out,’’ but the 
two amount to the same thing. When we 
‘‘attract foreign capital,’’ it means that we are 
increasing the portion of our economy and 
resources that are under foreign ownership. Is 
this a good thing? 

We believe it isn’t — for just the same 
reason as a home-owner should not wish to 
surrender ownership of his own property for 
the dubious benefit of still being able to live 
in it for as long as the new owner allows. 
Simple pride should dictate that attitude, but 
there is more to it than just pride. 

Investors in anything expect to draw more 
money out of their investment than they put 
into it, and most do. A country whose economy 
relies hugely on foreign investment will, over 
the long term, experience more money going 
out of it than comes in. 

In addition to this, increasing foreign 
ownership of the industries and resources of 
Britain results in an increasing portion of the 
decision-making power affecting the 
livelihoods of British people being made by 
foreigners remote from our own control. 

When will it stop? Will foreigners be allowed 
to buy up the building of the former Royal 
Naval College at Greenwich? There is talk 
about it. What next? Blenheim Palace? 
Windsor Castle? The Forth Bridge? St. 
Paul’s? Don’t you bet on any of these assets 
and institutions being ours for very much 
longer. As for the Houses of Parliament, they 
haven't truly been ours for a very long time in 
any case! 


Evading the main issue 


Whenever the multi-racialists launch a new 
offensive, we can take it that they’ re getting 
worried. Lately there have been signs of such 
an offensive in the unusual number of 
newspaper and TV features dealing with 
mixed marriages and ‘partnerships’ (the latter 
being the currently favourite PC word). 

Of course, we know that whenever the 
focus is on racially mixed coupling the object 
will be to show everyone that it works well. 
An example of this was seen on the Time, the 
Place, the mid-morning discussion 
programme compered by John Stapleton, on 
May 13th. Stapleton assembled a wide variety 
of mixed couples in his studio to testify to 
how things had worked out for them. From a 
general consensus of those speaking, it seemed 
that everything would have been fine had it 
not been for the ‘racism’ of one or another (or 
all) of the parents. They were the problem. 
Rather surprisingly, those interviewed were 
allowed to reveal that black and Asian parents, 
as well as white ones, were capable of such 
‘racist’ attitudes. 

The lesson that Stapleton was obviously 
eager to put across was that these attitudes 
were most unreasonable and that parents who 
resented their sons or daughters marrying 
outside their race should change their ways. 
In fact, the attitudes represent one of the most 
fundamentally natural biological instincts: 


the wish to have grandchildren in whose 
looks and character one can see a great deal of 
oneself. No propaganda, no lecturing and 
moralising, least ofall legislation, will change 
this basic element in human nature. 

The principal focus of the programme was 
on whether mixed couplings ended ‘happily’. 
Liberals, addicted as they are to the ‘happiness’ 
ethic, would be bound to see that as the all- 
important question. But of course it isn’t. 

The most important question in any marriage 
— and which far overrides that of how ‘happy’ 
the couple are — is what kind of children are 
going to be born as a result. The question that 
here must be foremost in our minds is: do we 
want children born in Britain and of British 
nationality to be made of the genes of our 
Anglo-Saxon-Celtic, North European 
ancestors, or do we want them to contain the 
genes of West Indians, Asians and other 
ethnic groups far removed from the European 
gene pool — with all the vast consequences 
that portends for the type of nation we will be 
in the future? 

And this isn’t a question of ‘hate’. Black 
and Asian people are just as entitled to ask the 
same question in reverse, and we respect 
those who do and come up with negative 
answers. It is natural and acceptable for them 
to want to preserve their races, just as we 
should want to preserve ours. Indeed we feel 
far more in common with the black or Asian 
parents who objected to their off-spring 
marrying ‘out’ than we do with the Whites 
who were quite happy about that idea. 

But of course this was an area that the 
programme never explored — as might be 
expected. 


The line of least resistance 


Former Archbishop of Canterbury Lord 
Runcie made an admission last month that 
revealed a great deal. Recalling the days 
when in office he knowingly ordained 
practising homosexuals, he admitted that he 
had not been too happy doing so at the time. 
Speaking on Radio Four’s The Purple, he 
said:- 

‘‘There have been times in my ministry when 

I acted in a ‘Don’t want to know’ way and 

‘Why should I enquire?’ way, and I never liked 

the prospect of enquiring into what happened 

ina man’s bedroom unless he’s prepared to tell 
me.*” 

Lord Runcie went on to say that practising 
homosexuals could be members of the Church, 
but not ordained. ‘‘It’s ludicrous,’’ he 
declared. 

In other words, *‘I did it, but it’s wrong.’’ 
Most ofus have to make this kind of admission 
at some moments in our lives, but coming 
from the former Head of the Church of 
England, and in connection with a matter as 
fundamental to his faith as this one, this truly 
isarevelation. But it tells us something more. 

It shows how, ina climate of moral softness 
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resistance is so often the one chosen. The 
Archbishop was, in effect, saying that he just 
didn’t want the aggro that he knew would 
flare up if he refused to ordain queers — 
indignant letters to The Guardian, 
denunciations by ‘spokespersons’ of the BBC, 
noisy demos in the aisles organised by Peter 
Tatchell, perhaps? 

Isn’t this the story of our times: the moral 
cowardice and passivity of the leaders of the 
majority facilitating the triumph of one after 
another of the obnoxious causes championed 
by the militant and mobilised minorities? 


All the Whites’ fault! 


Afro-Caribbean boys are achieving 
alarmingly poorer exam grades at school and 
are being expelled in greater numbers than 
most other ethnic groups. Many of them are 
found by teachers to be ‘withdrawn’ and 
‘noisy, aggressive and boisterous’. The cause? 
You’ve guessed it — white ‘racism’! 

Herman Ouseley, chairman of the Comm- 
ission for Racial Equality, made this claim 
last month, blaming the ‘racist’ attitudes of 
white teachers for both the low academic 
standards and poor conduct record of so 
many black pupils. 

A study of Birmingham schools, based on 
1995 GCSE results, showed that only 8.6 per 
cent of Afro-Caribbean boys attained grades 
of A to C level in maths, compared to 32.2 
per cent for Whites. Another education 
authority surveyed 1,508 pupils at 15 
secondary schools and discovered that only 
10 per cent of black Caribbean children got 
five GCSE grades A to C against a national 
average of 43 per cent. 

According to the theory of Mr. Ouseley, 
this is due to black schoolboys having become 
classroom outcasts because predominantly 
white school staff regard them as ‘streetwise 
shirkers’. ““The black male’’ (females seem 
to be different), says Ouseley, ‘‘is seen as a 
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ne wigs 
problem within schools. This is undoubtedly 
something teachers have said and employers 
are saying.’’ Black boys, he said, ‘‘are seen 
as a threat.’’ They were perceived to be “‘not 
interested in education.’’ And he concluded: 
“If you believe a school is not interested in 
you, then you are not going to be interested 
in the school.”’ 

To us, the charge that so many white 
schoolteachers are ‘racists’ is very strange. 
Our own experience, and the experience of 
our children in multi-racial schools, is 
precisely the opposite. Schoolteachers are 
among the most committed ‘anti-racists’ to 
be found anywhere. Indeed many of them are 
so fanatical that they regularly use up school 
time haranguing their classes with lectures 
about the evils of ‘racism’. That it is the white 
‘racism’ of schoolteachers that is holding 
black schoolboys back is rather difficult to 
swallow. 

Perhaps Mr. Ouseley has got things the 
wrong way round. Perhaps the black male is 
seenas a problem in schools precisely because 
he is. Perhaps many of them are perceived to 
be ‘‘not interested in education’’ precisely 
because they are not. Perhaps black boys are 
being expelled in greater numbers than other 
ethnic groups precisely because more of them 
engage in behaviour of the kind that leads to 
expulsion. If white schoolteachers, who 
comprise on average just about the most 
‘anti-racist’ section of British society, can 
come to these conclusions, might it not be 
because, despite their ingrained prejudices 
against ‘racism’ and in favour of Blacks, the 
conclusions are simply inescapable? 

The Secondary Heads Association, in reply 
to the CRE’s claims, has said there is ‘‘no 
evidence’’ to support them. The SHA cited 
inner-city problems as a more likely 
explanation for under-achievement. 

Ah, but who, and what, are the causes of 
these ‘inner-city problems’? Perhaps we had 
better not go any further. 


and the decline of authority, the line of least | Obnoxious mobilised minority: Queers "demonstrate" in London 


Page 3 


-f--.d-e-p th 


NICK GRIFFIN says that a spectre is haunting Europe: 
The spectre of communal violence 


MOST British Nationalists will have given 
little thought to the results of the recent 
general election in India, or to the even less 
interesting news stories which emerge from 
time to time from Algeria about the 
unbelievably bloody struggle between the 
‘*moderate’’ government and Islamic 
fundamentalists. What, after all, does it 
matter to us who rules over the dusky 
millions of a distant sub-continent, still less 
those of an insignificant state with which we 
have no historical connection whatsover? 
Strange to say, it could well matter a great 
deal, for India now stands on the brink of an 
inexorable slide into communal warfare 
which could produce the greatest refugee 
crisis in the history of the world, and bring 
a bloody alien civil war to the streets of our 
own cities. 

Meanwhile the crisis in Algeria simmers on, 
threatening France with a flood of refugees to 
add to the five million alienated Muslims whose 
presence has already turned at least one-in-five 
of the French majority into supporters of Jean- 
Marie Le Pen. 

The growing instability in India is the result of 
the steady growth of Hindu nationalism and 
resulting tension with the country’s 120 million 
strong Muslim minority. 

Hinduism is the religious and social system 
established thousands of years ago by fair- 
skinned Aryan invaders from the north who 
conquered the darker natives. In an attempt to 
avoid assimilation and extinction, the ancient 


Aryans created the caste system, which divided . 


the population into different strata according to 
descent and occupation. Thus, for example, all 
blacksmiths belong to one caste, all cattle 
herders to another, and so on. The priestly 
Brahmin caste have the highest status and some 
can still virtually pass as white Europeans. At 


The Hindu paramilitary RSS has one million 
uniformed followers. 


Page 4 


the other end of the social scale are millions of 
‘Untouchables,’ social pariahs descended from 
the original aboriginal inhabitants, who are still 
the dung-collectors and. scavengers of Indian 
society. 

Liberal Westerners who were so indignant 
at the restrictions imposed on black and white 
contact in South Africa under apartheid have 
found it convenient to ignore a situation where 
millions of Indians are not even permitted to 
come into contact with the shadows of their 
“*superiors,’’ and are frequently raped or 
murdered without the police showing the 
slightest interest in bringing to justice their 
higher caste assailants. 

Lower caste Hindus are now mobilising 
politically in what has been described as ‘‘an 
incipient caste war,” but the majority of Hindus 
remain more concerned with the ‘‘Muslim 
menace.’’ Islam was introduced by alater wave 
of invaders from the north, who had little 
difficulty in conquering the mongrelised 
shambles into which, in spite of the religious 
sanctions against miscegenation, the civilisation 
of Aryan India had fallen. 


Well-trained Soldiers 


The Muslim rulers were in their turn subjected 
by a few thousand well-trained British soldiers. 
The end of British rule in 1948 was marked by 
an explosion of the old Muslim/Hindu rivalry 
which left between one and two million dead 
and led to partition which resulted in Pakistan, 
and subsequently Banl gadesh, being established 
as separate and overwhelmingly Muslim states. 

Since then, India has been a secular state, 
ruled by the Congress Party, whose officials 
were all far too busy getting their snouts in the 
trough of endemic corruption to worry about 
religion or nationalism. Hindu extremism was 
kept alive by the paramilitary Rashtrya Swayam 
Sangh (RSS) — the National Volunteer League 
— but its followers had little political impact. 
Only ten years ago the Hindu fundamentalist 
Bharatiya Janata Party was also negligible, yet 
as we go to press its leader is the prime minister 
ofaminority government. Hiscoalition partners, 
the Shiv Sena, are more extreme still; their 
spokesmen talk openly about *‘cleansing”’ India 
of its Muslim minority by forcing them all to 
Pakistan or Bangladesh. In an irony which will 
not be lost on Spearhead readers, both of the 
Hindu parties won support for their vocal 
opposition to the growing problem of 
Bangladeshi immigration. 

While the BJP victory owed much to public 
revulsion against corrupt politicians and the 
growing domination of the Indian economy by 
foreign multi-national companies, the party’s 


bedrock of support is religious/ethnic. “‘You 
see what is happening to the Hindus at the hands 
of the Muslims in Pakistan, Bangladesh and 
Kashmir’’ supporters were told at a typical 
election rally. ““They are being driven out. We 
must do the same here.”’ 

While parties were forbidden to exploit 
religious tensions for electoral gain, BJP-Shiv 
Sena followers made no secret of their plans to 
destroy hundreds of mosques; and all voters 
were well aware that the Hindu politicians 
already in control of the north of the country had 
blocked an inquiry into the brick by brick 
demolition by thousands of Hindus of an 
important mosque at Ayodhya in 1992, which 
led to sectarian riots and 1,200 deaths. 

Since the election, devastating bomb blasts 
have rocked India, Kashmir and Pakistan on a 
virtually daily basis in a tit-for-tat war between 
Islamic and Hindu terrorists. Meanwhile the 
leftist opposition, which includes low-caste 
parties and some Muslims, is trying to cobble 
together a coalition with enough of the smaller 
regional parties to oust the Hindu minority 
government in its first few weeks. 

This is what makes a further upsurge of 
violence only a matter of time, particularly if 
neither side is able to secure a working majority 
and a further election becomes necessary. For 
the fundamentalist ideologues behind the BJP 
will be well aware that the best way to win less 
committed Hindus away from the caste/class 
politics of the left is to forment even deeper 
religious/ethnic divisions in order to polarise 
the country still further. 

The extreme Islamists in their turn will respond 
to the threat to ‘‘cleanse’’ India of Muslims by 
stepping up their bombing campaign. Sikh and 
Kashmiri militants campaigning for their own 
independent states will only add to the growing 
chaos. More than 200 people have been killed 
in the Kashmiri city of Karachi alone since 
January. Theoverall pictureis such that Western 
political analysts and business advisors have 
concluded that, whatever happens in the next 
few months, the BJP will form a majority 
government within two years and India will 
sink into a communal bloodbath. 


Three Million Muslims 


So, once again, what has it got to do with us? 
Nothing, or at least it should be nothing. But 
there is the little matter of Britain’s 3 million 
strong Muslim community, living cheek-by- 
jowl with hundreds of thousands of Sikhs and 
Hindus. At the time of the relatively minor 
sectarian riots in India in 1992, at least twenty 
temples and mosques in Britain were attacked © 
by rival groups, often with firebombs. Since 


: fame, ss 
Algerian immigrant in France prepares British 
sheep for slaughter at religious festival 


then there has been an upsurge in Islamic 
fundamentalism and Asian rioting in cities such 
as Bradford, so there can be no doubt that the 
timebomb of ethnic and religious mayhem in 
India will explode on our streets as well. 

It is difficult to see how the politicians and 
media hacks who created this deadly danger in 
once peaceful and homogeneous Britain will be 
ableto blame the BNP or white people generally 
for what is to come, but no doubt they will try. 
And it is equally certain that the long-suffering 
British people will not believe them. 

The only question is how many of them will 
decide that the time has come to do something 
about the whole sorry mess. That, in turn, will 
depend in large measure on how successful 
British nationalists have been in creating an 
organisation capable of mobilising and 
harnessing popular resentment against the 
criminals who imposed the multi-racial 
experiment on us in the first place. We do not 
have much time; certainly not enough to 
contemplate trying to build, and gain public 
recognition for, anything other than a stronger 
BNP. 


Closer to Home 


Fortunately, it is very possible that events 
rather closer to home than India may also play 
a role in convincing a decisive number of 
hitherto apathetic of resigned Britons that it is 
not too late to reverse the process of decline 
which now makes it possible to envisage other 
peoples fighting out their own bloody civil 
wars on our streets. Last year’s well-known 
Daily Express survey revealing that a third of 
Britons were prepared to admit being ready to 
support a party like Le Pen’s Front National 
showed the impact that the rise of that organ- 
isation has had on the minds of millions of 
decent folk on this side of the Channel. 

And its rise is not over yet. Since the last 
French Presidential and city council elections, 
in which the FN made such a strong showing, 
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France has been rocked by a deadly wave of 
bombs by Muslim terrorists, together with a 
series of armed attacks on bullion vans organised 
bya ‘ ‘travelling imam’’ toraise funds to finance 
terrorist cells in France and Algeria. A tough 
police response has further alienated hundreds 
of thousands of young Muslim immigrants, 
increasing their support for Islamic 
fundamentalism still further. The gulf between 
ordinary French people and their uninvited and 
troublesome guests grows wider day by day. 

Once again, though, it is events in a land 
further away which are likely to provide the 
straw that breaks the camel’s back. Although 
de Gaulle abandoned the French settlers and 
pro-French natives in Algeria to be slaughtered 
in their hundreds of thousands by Algeria’s 
Marxist FLN in 1962, what happens in Algeria 
still has an enormous impact on France. In the 
first place, the one million French refugees who 
escaped the massacres settled in huge numbers 
in southern France and they and their families 
today form an important part of Le Pen’s 
powerbase. More crucial still is the fact that the 
FLN and their political descendents have made 
such a mess of their country that millions of 
Algerians have turned against them to support 
fanatical Islamic opposition organisations such 
as the Islamic Salvation Front (FIS) and the 
Armed Islamic Group (GIA). The ISF actually 
won a general election in 1992, but the old 
government and their military commanders 
refused to accept the result, a decision which 
sparked off the undeclared four year civil war in 
which nearly 50,000 Algerians have been 
murdered. 

Three thousand GIA men were slaughtered in 
just a few days in March of last year, when the 
Algerian army surrounded the Muslim 
stronghold of Ain Defla with tanks and artillery 
and destroyed it. There were no prisoners. In 


their turn, the Islamic fundamentalists have 
butchered tens of thousands of ‘‘collaborators.”’ 
These include teenage girls dragged from their 
classrooms to have their throats slit, simply 
because the fundamentalists disapprove of the 
education of women. Elderly FLN veterans, 
who were regarded for years as heroes for their 
roleinthe murder of French soldiers and civilians 
and 150,000 Algerians who had sided with the 
colonists, are now found with their throats 
slashed open to the backbone and their severed 
genitals shoved into their mouths. The ferocity 
of this little known war makes the tales of 
brutality in Bosnia seem like a playground 
squabble by comparison. 


Flee or Die 


In the event of an Islamic victory in Algeria, 
millions of supporters of the old regime and of 
pro-secular Algerians generally, will have to 
flee the country or die. And where will they go? 
Well, the France they once so hated is just a few 
miles of calm sea away and, they and every 
liberal in the world will insist, has a ‘‘moral 
duty’’ to take them in. It is very doubtful, 
however, that the ordinary French, who 
have had quite enough of this kind of 
invasion, will be too keen to do their 
‘*duty’’. It is more likely that they’ll decide 
to support Le Pen and, far from letting any 
more of these people into their country, will 
start expelling those already there. 


And then, all of a sudden, tie mass 
repatriation of unwanted coloured 
immigrants from a civilised European nation 
won’t be some impossible dream or some 
dark memory from the 1930’s. It will be 
seen to be the sensible and thoroughly 
practical answer to an otherwise insoluble 
problem. The example will be contagious. 


At last a tough response from Europeans: French police commandos take out immigrant 
terrorists at the end of a siege near the Belgian border ~ 
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THE TORY CRISIS AND 
OUR OPPORTUNITY 


In the aftermath of another election disaster for Mr. Major, 
JOHN TYNDALL looks into the future and examines the 
possible portents for a nationalist advance 


IN POLITICS, long-term historical trends 
are much more important than the transient 
ebb and flow of the fortunes of parties at 
election times. The most significant thing 
about the Tory debacle at the local 
government polls last month is not that it 
confirmed what most people already knew 
— that Labour has a massive lead and is 
almost certain to come to power within a 
year, if not sooner — but that it signalled yet 
a further acceleration in the disintegrative 
processes at work in the ranks of British 
Conservatism. For some time, press pundits 
have been asking the question: could we be 
seeing the beginning of the end of the Tory 
Party as most of us know it? That question 
_ emerged again with added emphasis after 

May 2nd. 

Of course, there is much more to present 
Tory problems than electoral unpopularity. 
For years, the party has been tearing itself 
apart over Europe, and misfortune at the polls 
merely aggravates the divisive tendency that is 
already there. On April 28th, four days before 
John Major’s loss of nearly 600 council seats, 
the Sunday Express carried a front-page 
headline which said ‘Tories set to split’. The 
report following said: ‘‘Secret plans by 100 
Tory MPs to issue a rebel election manifesto 
calling for a referendum on Europe plunged 
John Major into a new crisis last night. Senior 
Conservatives said that the move reinforced 
growing fears that the party will formally split 
in two over the EU if Labour wins power.”’ 

In an article inside the paper headed ‘Is this 
the end of the party?’, Norman Stone asked: 
‘*Are we beginning to write the obituary of the 
‘The Tory Party, 1846-1997?’ ’’ Stone went on 
to conjecture a Britain governed according to 
proportional representation with two 
conservative parties in parliament, one liberal 
and pro-European and the other ‘‘outright 
nationalist.’’ The latter, said the writer, would 
be “‘probably larger.’’ 

The Independent on Sunday followed this up 
after the election on May 5th with a page-size 
article on the same topic: ‘Doomed to split?’ 
Said the authors, Stephen Castle and Paul 
Routledge:- 


‘‘The real battle is not to win the general 
election, which most Conservative MPs 
already assume they will lose. It is the 
contest, well under way if only in coded 
fashion, for the party leadership after the 
expected defeat. This is where some on the 
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left of the party agree that the party could 
split. Free from the constraints and 
responsibilities of office and of shoring up a 
small minority, the parliamentary party may 
plunge into in-fighting of a kind that party 
managers, already struggling, would be 
quite unable to contain...”’ 


The above, of course, represent two 
presentations of a doomsday scenario. An 
outright split into two parties is just one of the 
fates that may befall the Tory Party after what 
seems like the inevitable whitewash of the 
coming general election. Such a split must at 
the moment be counted as possible but not, on 
balance, probable. What is quite certain is that 
the demoralisation and divisions in the party 
are going to be massive and debilitating. From 
this, a number of permutations could emerge, 
of which we have looked at only one. 


After Major 


What is bound to happen is that John Major 

will be replaced as leader — probably by his 
own stepping down voluntarily rather than his 
being forcibly deposed. Who will succeed 
him? What faction will get the upper hand in 
the party? And what then will transpire? Here 
are the options:- 
(1) Retention of control by the Europhile 
centre-left: The strongest factor making for 
this is the fear that if the party swings even 
slightly to the right there could be many more 
defections like those of Alan Howarth and 
Emma Nicholson. If ideological dissatisfaction 
were the sole motive for such defections they 
might be confined within certain limits, but 
probably much more important will be the 
factor of career interest. A great number of 
presently sitting Tory MPs are likely to be 
without seats after the election. They will have 
nothing to lose by ‘going over’ and possibly 
something to gain. A party rightward swing, 
even if only a very slight one, would provide 
them with a principled excuse to desert which 
they would not otherwise have. 

The counter-argument to this theory is that 
these desertions are likely anyway and so the 
party should adopt an attitude of ‘good 
riddance’. It is not possible to know which 
argument will carry the day. 

Kenneth Clarke, once a prominent leader- 
ship contender, is at present in the doghouse 
with many in the party for his outspoken 
declarations in favour of a single European 
currency — in other words, he is out of favour 


for being honest in asserting what the 
Government’s policy really is at a time when 
other ministers would prefer it to be kept under 
wraps. However, should the party go more 
openly Europhile Clarke could be vindicated 
as having displayed the courage of his 
convictions and thereby rise again in the ratings. 
Apart from him, the most likely leadership 
contenders in a still centrist and Europhile 
party would be Michael Heseltine and Chris 
Patten, who has announced his intention to 
return to politics after his spell as Governor of 
Hong Kong. Patten would be John Major’s 
preference but that is hardly a recommendation. 
Heseltine is deeply distrusted, even hated, in 
the Tory ranks. However, one factor working 
in his favour is that he is the only one of the 
front-runners in the leadership stakes who has 
any charisma. His habitual huff and puff and 
propensity for the grand (though empty) gesture 
is prone to be confused by a lot of voters with 
dynamism, and after the colourless Major this 
could make the Tories much more electable. 
Heseltine is a total opportunist and unlike 
Kenneth Clarke, who stands close to him 
ideologically, he would probably make some 
gestures of conciliation towards the Euro- 
sceptics to grab the big job he has always 
coveted. The latter may accept him with the 
idea that they can control him. 

(2) A decisive victory for the Euro-sceptics 
and the election of a firmly Euro-sceptic 
leader: If the rank and file of the party had their 
way this is probably what would happen. The 
grandee influence in the party, however, 
militates strongly against it, and this influence 
is still formidable, while the rank and file, as 
has so often been demonstrated, are mostly 
docile and subservient. The other factor working 
against such an outcome is that no very 
convincing leader candidate on the Euro-sceptic 
side is in the offing. The front runners would 
be Michael Portillo and John Redwood, both 
really lightweights. The latter is more trusted 
and respected in the party but he is regarded as 
lacking the necessary persona to win over the 
voters. 

(3) A swing towards a moderately Euro- 
sceptic position and the election of a leader 
who would reflect that change: This is the 
most likely scenario, and the leader in question 
might be chosen from Malcolm Riffkind or 
Michael Howard, though with Redwood not 
excluded as a possible. The first two, apart 
from something else in common, would be 


compromise candidates — selected witha view 
to keeping the warring factions in the party 
from tearing at each other’s throats rather than 
that of providing a convincing. and effective 
premier for the country in the event of a future 
Tory Government. What would follow from 
this course would be much of the same as 
before: sludge and fudge, compromise, 
ambiguity and bravado rhetoric masking 
fundamental weakness and flabbiness. 
Eventually the wheel would turn full circle and 
we would be back to where we are with John 


Major. Remember that he (Major) first- 


established his credentials in the struggle for 
the Thatcher succession by making gestures 
towards the ‘right’ of the party before turning 
centre-left once elected. 

(4) An outright split into two parties: This 
may happen in the long run but there are many 
things militating against it in the shorter term. 
Loyalty to party and the urge towards unity at 
all costs is stronger among the Tories than 
among their political rivals. The Tories have 
before them the example of the Social 
Democrats, who after a dramatic launch and 
rapid early growth eventually became a busted 
flush, and they will be very wary about travelling 
along the same road. They will also have half 
an eye cocked towards Mosley’s experiment in 
the 1930s. These are not necessarily true 
precedents but many Tories will think they are, 
and that will be important. If Norman Stone’s 
prognostication of a PR voting system came 
about (and that would lie in the hands of Labour 
and the Liberal Democrats, whose approach to 
it would be determined entirely by their own 
interests), a Tory split into two parties would 
become more likely. This of course could 
happen. 

If there is a Tory split, who would split from 
whom? Almost certainly, such a split would 
involve the ‘right-wing’ and Euro-sceptic 
elements leaving the party and setting up 
another party; a new party would not emerge 
from defections by the Europhile centre-left as 
‘New Labour’ and the Liberal Democrats 
would offer homes to people who, in a party of 
their own, would be relatively isolated and 
ineffective in a British climate of opinion 
turning ever more strongly against Europe. 


Whichever of these scenarios comes to pass, 
we can be quite sure of one thing: that the 
dominating impulse of the part-players 
concerned will be political self-preservation 
rather than any sense of public or patriotic 
duty. When calculating which way these people 
will jump, we must ask ourselves: in what way 
is it is their personal interests to jump? This 
will be the yardstick. 


Destabalisation 


While it is impossible at this juncture to say 
exactly what will be the outcome of a Tory 
catastrophe at the coming general election, 
what can be said with confidence is that there 
will be a further destabilisation of British 
politics and, as a result, tremendous 
opportunities for nationalism to take political 


strides forward. 
In this magazine in January 1992 I wrote:- 


**... the war against the traitors 

in power is primarily a war against the 
Tory Party. The Tory Party has to be 
destroyed politically in order that there 
might bea re-grouping of patriotic forces 
within the country of the kind necessary 
to avert national collapse and bring 
national resurgence. The destruction of 
Toryism may indeed be deemed far more 
essential to nationalists and patriots than 
it is to the left. It is not an easy point to 
get over to Tory voters, but it is 
nonetheless a reality.”’ 


Some four and a half years on, it is possible 
to say that the contingency described is a good 
deal more likely and a good deal nearer to 
happening. Quite apart from the electoral 
disasters we have seen, and the divisions over 
Europe, there are other portents. The Tory 
Party is rapidly going broke. Members are 
deserting in droves and so the subscriptions 
are not coming in. Big business is much less 
willing than in the past to provide donations. 
The membership haemorrhage is resulting in 
far fewer activists to leaflet and canvass — an 
effect that was acutely felt in the recent local 
government elections. And of what members 
remain an increasing proportion are old — the 
average Tory membership age having climbed 
considerably in recent years. 


Safety Valves 

Of the options examined earlier, the first — 
maintenance of the status quo except for anew 
leader — may improve electoral fortunes 
somewhat, particularly if Labour rapidly loses 
popularity after a year or so in power. But it 
will not heal divisions over Europe. Europe is 
not an issue which so far greatly excites the 
British voter but it is one of immense 
contentiousness within the Tory Party. Many 
members go far further than mere opposition 
to a single currency and federalism; 
increasingly they are being won over to the 
view, always upheld by Spearhead and the 
British National Party but up to now regarded 
as ‘extreme’ in mainstream politics, that Britain 
should quit Europe altogether. After the 
election, and unless the Tories take a huge 
Eurosceptic swing, there is likely to be a large 
exodus of these people. 

In the short term, the BNP could pick up a 
fair number of them though the majority are 
likely to feel more at home in one or another 
of the ‘kosher’ anti-EC groups that are 
proliferating, such as the UK Independence 
Party and the new Referendum Party of Sir 
James Goldsmith. We should also anticipate 
that the mass media will do their utmost to 
boost ‘safety-valve’ organisations of this type 
in order to side-track people away from the 
BNP. 

Option No. 2 — a really big and decisive 
swing in favour of the Euro-sceptics — would 
provide the best chance for the Tory Party to 
minimise this exodus; but, as has been stated, 
it is the least likely. We must never forget that 
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the international financial and liberal 
establishment, which is the real controller of 
that party, would fight tooth and nail against 
such a development and at present almost 
certainly has the muscle to stop it. 

Option 3, which has been described as the 
most likely consequence following from the 
next election — that is to say a moderate swing 
towards Euro-scepticism (and one that would 
be more cosmetic than real) — would reduce 
the Tories’ membership haemorrhage but would 
not prevent it. Many in the party want to see a 
much more positive and decisive anti-Europe 
stance and will not be satisfied with a very mild 
nod in favour of ‘Scepticism’. The desertions 
from the party in the wake of a lost election 
would still be substantial. 

Option 4, a split, would create the most 
interesting possibilities of all. Here we must 
understand an elementary truth about party 
splits (of which I can speak from some 
experience, having witnessed a number from 
close up): these splits are never straight- 
forward two-way affairs; in addition to the 
factions that rally to one or another of the 


About to step off the page of history i 


respective banners, there is a third element, 
which takes neither side. It seeks a new refuge 
not connected with ene or the other — or it 
drops out of politics altogether, at least for a 
while. Party splits always cause a great deal of 
demoralisation, which is manifest, at best, in 
diminished activism. Like civil wars, they 
generate the greatest bitterness and hatred. 


Possible Permutations 


A split in the Tory Party should not be 
visualised in too simplistic terms. In its most 
obvious form it would constitute the bulk of the 
Euro-sceptic faction in parliament forming a 
new political movement. This would require 
multilateral action — a large joint swearing of 
allegiance. Men and women made of stronger 
and more principled fibre might be capable of 
such a drastic step into the hazardous and the 
unknown. A much more likely development is 
that an intrepid few (like the Social Democrats’ 
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“Gang of Four’) would take this step while the 
others would sit on the fence and watch to see 
if they fell flat on their faces before making a 
commitment. Tory newspapers would probably 
react in the same way. The sign of reasonable 
success would tempt a few more over, and then 
a few more. The problem would be that the 
number taking the plunge in the first instance 
might not be enough to achieve the success. 
Much more likely is that the fall-out from a 
Tory split would be one in which one faction 
would remain loyal and the other would dissolve 
into numerous particles, none of them in the 
short term strong enough to make any solid 
impact on the course of British politics. An 
important factor here is the lack of any really 
credible leader around whom the dissidents 
could rally and combine. 


No Real Leaders 
Had Enoch Powell been 20-30 years younger, 
saying the things he was saying circa 1968-70 
and prepared to put himself up front, this 
problem would be solved. This is not to say 
that the Powell of those days would have been 
the answer to Britain’s ills but only that he 
would have had the necessary standing to fill 
the role that is now vacant. But as things are 
there are no signs that the role can be filled. 
The Euro-sceptics are not a particularly 
impressive lot. Even the best of them lacks the 
gumption to make a firm stand against the EU 
as such. They are all ‘playing politics’, their 
eyes darting this way and that in search of a 
wind in which to fly their respective kites. 
Basically they are the same animals as John 
Major, with the difference that he is the 
present encumbant and they are the vultures 
circling around waiting for him to take his 
inevitable tumble — each of them jockeying 
with the others for the best vantage point from 
‘which to make the appropriate swoop when 
that happens. Each one’s stance is adopted 
with an eye to pleasing the greatest number in 
the party whose votes will determine the 
succession. Those who lean towards the Euro- 
sceptic consensus only do so because they 
perceive that to be the market place in which 
the most likely pickings for themselves are to 
be had. Not one single one leads in the sense 
of speaking out uncompromisingly and laying 
down a path for Britain to follow. 

These manoeuvrings, as political history 
shows, can bring short-term advantage but 
grant to those who engage in them little 
permanency. It is possible to look at so many 
of these manifestly mediocre figures and see 
the John Major of 1990 — just waiting to be the 
man of the coming hour but doomed to be the 
despised reject of a few years’ time. Much the 
same of course could be said of Tony Blair. 


The other factor of which we must take 
account is that the present centre of the Tory 
debate is occupied by Europe, whereas that 
issue, important though it is, by no means 
represents the sum total of the concerns of 
people in the Tory Party, least of all the British 
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public as a whole. The Euro-sceptic lobby 
among the Tories is able to unite over the Euro 
issue — up to a point — but how much is it 
otherwise united? Its spokesmen and 
spokeswomen have assiduously refrained from 
any outspoken public statements on race and 
immigration, except for when — as in the case 
of Teddy Taylor — they have crawled to the 
race lobby by making vicious and unfounded 
attacks on us ‘racists’. No doubt there is an 
element of calculated political tactics in this 
‘three monkeys’ attitude to topics outside the 
EU but that serves only the limited objectives 


of present inter-Tory power struggles. But a . 


Conservative Party with Euro-sceptics in the 
ascendant, or a new party founded on a Euro- 
sceptic (even an anti-EU) stance, would have 
to address itself to these other issues to be 
credible. It is here that divisions would be 
revealed, and the most probable result would 
be another fudge: for instance, a posture on 
immigration fractionally to the right of the one 
adopted by the present Government — rhetoric 
about firmer ‘controls’ against asylum-seekers, 
etc. — but still fundamentally ‘anti-racist’, a 
please-everybody stance shaped by short-range 
considerations of the quest for unity, and 
nothing more. 

And that’s not all. The vast majority 
comprising the Tory ‘Right’ are by almost 
religious conviction committed to the ‘free 


There is good reason to hope 
that no small number will come 
in our direction..... people of 
stronger moral fibre and a more 
all-embracing political outlook 


market’ concept of economics. Much of their 
objection to the EU is based on the idea that 
Britain is better trading with ‘the whole world’. 
This position is an extremely weak one in a 
national political climate in which preoccupation 
with unemployment is far greater than that 
with Europe. ‘Free market’ opinions are useful 
weapons in the present game of internal Tory 
party politics; they become liabilities in the 
longer-term politics of the nation as a whole. 
Most serious economic thinkers in Britain 
today are moving away from free market 
doctrine, which has been wholly discredited 
by events. But from the hermetically sealed 
chambers of right-wing Tory ideology this 
world seems to be passing by on the outside, 
unnoticed. 


Our Chance 


The upshot of all this turmoil within British 
Conservatism is that, whatever future 
permutations are likely to emerge, the British 
National Party after the election will be 
presented with enormous opportunities. 
Whatever happens, the mould is breaking 
and the old certainties are being demolished. 

Weighing against the BNP is the fact that 
some of the alternatives to a Europhile Tory 


Party are likely to have a more immediate 
attraction to a certain type of Tory discontent, 
so that a massive rush to our party embracing 
all in that category will not be on the cards to 
begin with. Those scared of ‘extremism’ or 
preoccupied with Europe to the exclusion of 
other issues will go elsewhere — the UKIP or 
the Referendum party perhaps. Others will 
melt into the wilderness. 

There is good reason to hope, however, that 
no small number of those constituting the fall- 
out will come in our direction. These will 
include people of stronger moral fibre and a 
more all-embracing political outlook. We can 
look forward to good immediate gains while 
not expecting a landslide growth into a mass 
movement overnight. 


Greater Gains 

Much greater gains can come in the more 
medium term as developments unfold which 
can be anticipated right now with fair accuracy, 
namely:- 
(a) Other ‘fringe’ groups with brittle and 
inexperienced leadership, now the likely 
receptacle of many refugees from Toryism, 
implode through doctrinal differences and 
unfulfilled short-term ambitions of expansion. 
(b) The further decline of the Tory Party 
creates yet more disillusionment and defec- 
tions — a self-generating process. 
(c) Disillusionment with Labour, after an 
initial honeymoon, becomes massive and 
bitter after two or three years of govern- 
mental ineptitude and the revelation that 
behind Bambi’s sugary smile the hard left is 
still there, shaping much of the agenda, 
particularly in race and education. 
(d) The coming of a new century adds its own 
psychological impetus to the idea that the time 
has arrived for fundamental change. It is not 
what the calendar itself brings but what millions 
perceive it to be bringing that is decisive here. 
The end of the 19th century portended 
revolutionary upheaval largely because that 
event induced people to think themselves into a 
state of mind that accepted such upheaval as 
inevitable, and this was of course exploited by 
every radical political faction to enormous 
effect, whether on the left or the right. We 
should never underestimate the power of 
symbolism, and a new century — not to say 
a new millennium — has the potential to 
exercise an immensity of that power. 

From the standpoint of the BNP, it should not 
need stating how much rests on our ability to 
manifest a strong and persuasive presence in 
the coming general election. It will be on that 
occasion that the principal alternatives to the 
old world of politics will be on display. It will 
be then that millions of people will be looking 
at political options for the new era. To the most 
important of these — the minority which in 
any country makes things happen — the 
crucial question will be not of who wins but 


-of what will come afterwards. 


That is our challenge. 


SNOBBERY ! 


NICK GRIFFIN finds an old English vice alive and kicking 


SPEAKING at a BNP meeting in Bristol last month, an interesting 
point arose at question time. An elderly gentleman related how a 
friend of his said that he agreed with everything the BNP stood 
for, but would not come to a meeting, because it did not put over 
the nght "mage." The questioner had already shown his own 
commitment with a generous donation, but was clearly perturbed 
by the attitude of his friend 

I gave the usual answer to the question — how our image is 
largely decided by the media, how a disciplined but tough image 
would become our greatest asset as conditions in the country as a 
whole worsened, and so on. 

Then, glancing at the back row of decent, attentive but 
extremely short-haired young men, young men of whom the 
questioner's friend would no doubt have disapproved heartily, it 
suddenly struck me that his complaint was something far more 
basic than a question of political 'respectability' and well- 
considered comment on the BNP in 1996. 

For exactly the same attitude aroused the ire of Rudyard 
Kipling some one hundred years ago, inspiring him to write his 
famous poem Tommy, in which a 'common' soldier laments the 
way in which his civilian 'betters' despise him until there's fighting 
to be done. He is well aware that he isn't perfect, but points out 
that "single men in barricks don't grow into plaster saints." 

Indeed not, and nor do their great-grandchildren, growing up 
in a nightmare world of sink schools, degeneracy and anti-white 
propaganda. But the hour is much too late for racially aware 
Britons to be divided, least of all by the snobbery of the Edwardian 
clerk, or by the inverse snobbery of the polytechnic Marxist. 

So is it asking too much for the boys with crops and boots to 
"dress down" just a bit on party activities so as not to fnghten 
timid souls who believe media propaganda about "violent 
skinheads?" And is it too much to ask those who are inclined to 
swallow such nonsense to remember that that group of lads at the 
back will suddenly look very welcome indeed if a gang of Red 
hooligans turns up to try to wreck the meeting? 


Remember the BNP in 


your will! 

We wishall our readers a long life, but 
none of us can stay on this earth for ever. 
Have you ever thought about how you can 
help the cause when you are gone? 

The British National Party has 
benefitted immensely from a few of its 
supporters remembering the party in 
their wills. In most cases the money has 
been invested so as to guarantee the party 
a regular income, rather than being spent 
in one go. 

Why not become one of those 
benefactors yourself? Whatever you do, 
make sure you do not die intestate and let 
your estate go to prop up the anti-British 
Establishment! 

It is natural that if you have a family 
you should wish to provide for them, but 
nevertheless you may well like to set aside 
something for the good cause as well. On 
the other hand, if you have no next of kin 
there is all the more reason for ensuring 
that the Cause gets something by which to 
remember you. 

If you want advice on this matter, 
please ring or write in and let us know. 


"O it's Tommy this, an' Tommy that, an' Tommy, 
wait outside 


But it's ‘Special train for Atkins,’ when the 
trooper's on the tide” 


Publishing Technology Fund: 
Target achieved in first month! 


One large donation from a very generous supporter has 
enabled the British National Party to raise in one single month 
the target figure of £2,000 for the above fund for which we 
appealed in our last issue. This donation, taken together with 


smaller ones, leaves the fund slightly over-subscribed. The 
surplus will be kept in reserve for the purchase of further items 
of equipment to upgrade our desktop publishing systems within 
the present year but which were not of quite such high priority 
as the ones mentioned in last month’s appeal. 

We extend our thanks to all who have made contributions 
to the fund but in particular to the major donor whose cheque 
made all the difference. 
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Survive 


How to breed a sick, weak and 
stupid population 


Ellen Strachan explains — and proposes a healthier approach 


In simple terms, eugenics is the process of 
making human beings healthier, stronger 
and more intelligent through selective 
breeding or genetic engineering. 

This is an idea which is commonly held, at 
least in Britain and the rest of the white world, 
to be extremely undesirable, even ‘‘evil.’’ This 
attitude has been propagated since World War 
II on account of the association of eugenics with 
the policies of Adolf Hitler. Absolutely 
everything approved of by the Nazis is 
disapproved of rabidly by our opinion makers 
in the media and in politics. Rational debate on 
the subject is forbidden and we are labelled as 
the most despicable form of criminal if we even 
so much as ask for an explanation. 

Eugenics is a man-made programme for 
physical improvement (artifical selection), but 
it does follow the fundamental law of nature: 
survival of the fittest. 

In nature there is great competition for 
survival amongst all living creatures. The fittest, 
healthiest, most well adapted andreproductively 
capable creatures live longest and bear the most 
offspring. The offspring of these individuals 
contain the genetic blueprint for the particular 
qualities inherited from their parents. Some of 
the offspring may be weaker than their parents 
and tend to die earlier, others may be even 
better adapted than their parents, due to the 
particular mix of genes inherited or to a rare 
beneficial mutation. 

In the wild, dangers such as predators, 
disease, accidents and injuries in fights all put 
substantial pressure on most creatures. This 
selective pressure operates as very effective 
natural quality control. 

In domesticated environments, removed 
from the extreme selective pressures of the 
wild, there is an increased opportunity for 
creatures to lose the sharpness of their instincts, 
their perfect physical form and indeed their 
ability to survive under natural conditions. Such 
degeneration is inevitable in all creatures 
protected from nature’s selective pressure. We 
humans are in no way immune to this process. 

It is often said by our opinion makers in the 


Looking to 
the future. 
Healthy and 
inteiligent 
parents 
must be 
encouraged 
to have 
larger 
families 


eudiom’etry nm. (UK. eda, 
. metron, & measure]. 
eugenic (i-jen’-ik) a. pertaining to eugenics; 
relating to, or tending towards, the pro- 
duction of fine offspring.—eugen’ics n.pl. 
the scientific application of the findings of 


Tair weatner; 


the study of heredity to human beings with 
the object of perpetuating those inherent 
and hereditary qualities which aid in the 
development of the human race.—eu’genist 
n. [Gk. ew, well; genes, producing]. 


media that “‘we are living longer and healthier 
lives.’ It is certainly true that life expectancy 
has greatly increased, but this does not mean 
that we are healthier as a population. Although 
people are living longer than in the past, what is 
often termed a ‘‘healthier’’ life is more 
accurately described as a more medically 
dependent life. The medical profession and the 
drug industry do not make this distinction, 
because it is extremely good for business that 
people are dependent upon their products and 
frightened of life without medical intervention. 

Yet what is really far more deserving of 
our concern is not the prospect of being left at 
the mercy of natural selection, but rather the 
consequences of ever-increasing medical 
dependence. The trend of conventional medicine 
leads logically to humans who could live to a 
very great age while full of mechanical gadgets 
and drugs. No doubt the medical profession 
would still proudly boast how people were 
living ‘‘healthier’’ lives and how thankful we 
should all be for their assistance. 

But owing to research in the long 
unfashionable field of genetics, medical science 
is changing direction. A movement away from 
the conventional patching up approach is 
developing. Using such innovations as gene 
replacement therapy and the cloning of organs, 
the patching up continues, but the body part 
repairs or replacements are organic, rather than 
the more familiar mechanical devices. 

The senselessness of the patching up, as 
opposed to a eugenic, approach to health is 
becoming ever clearer as genetic engineering 
starts to be used to assist in the preservation of 
the defective. It may use genetic principles, but 
this is still eugenics in reverse. 

The media opinion formers like to speculate 
about “‘designer babies’’ — the possibility that 
genetic engineering might lead to parents 
choosing the characteristics of their children — 
or, horror of horrors, “‘the breeding of a perfect 
human.’’ Scientists and doctors involved in 
this research have rushed to reassure anyone 
alarmed by this prospect that they are aiming to 
be able to replace a patient’s faulty genes in 
such a way that the patient’s offspring would 
not inherit their parent’s improved genetic 
structure. But why shouldn’t such children 
inhent the good gene? Mustthey have a ‘‘right”’ 
to inherit sickness? 


For all the liberal talk about genetically 
disabled people supposedly valuing their 
‘‘right”’ to be born disabled, it would seem that 
thereal motivating factor behind sucha perverse 
approach is the unbelievable unscrupulousness 
of the medical and drug industries. It is evident 
that they do not want to improve the inheritable 
genetics of the population, for this would be 
very bad for business indeed. Therefore, since 
the advance of science has made genetic 
engineering inevitable, the medical industry 
will try to use this to increase medical 
dependence still further. 

In fact, the same scientific knowledge is 
making it increasingly possible to remove 
genetically-determined susceptibility to 
diseases, cancers, deformites, etc, and to do so 
in such a way that all the children of the patient 
would be born with the healthy genes. This 
would be eugenics without any of the cosmetic 
or behavioural elements which are generally 
cited as causes for concern by those who would 
persuade us that eugenics are “‘evil.”’ 

Aside from the medical industry, the media 
and the politicians who share this position also 
have their own hidden agenda. They too 
recognise a need to protect a privilege that they 
have, a power over the population. 


Lions Led By Donkeys? 


Do you imagine that if people had their own 
‘“‘designer babies’’, rather than the state’s 
deliberately weak and dependent ‘‘designer 
degenerates’’, as favoured today, that the new 
generation of healthier, more intelligent and 
talented people would make willing slaves? Do 
you suppose that they would put up with the 
kind of government that we have today? Sound 
and wholesome themselves, do you think they 
would settle for a society ruled by and for 
today’s crooks, perverts and paedophiles? 

Having said that, while it is clearly morally 


‘unacceptable to down-breed people into 


medically-dependant morons, the idea of 
artifically breeding “‘supermen’’ is just as 
repugnant. It reminds us of Frankenstein’s 
monster and offends our best instincts. Not 
only this, but it would be very costly to rebuild 
a population in laboratories. 

And the fact is that we do not need such 
things to implement a common sense 
eugenics policy. Neither do we need to 
resort to oppression, a culling of the weak, 
or even the enforced sterilisation of people 
deemed unfit to have children. | 

All that is required is a mirror image, a 
reversal, of the present day policy of 
breeding a sick, weak and stupid population. 

To start with, it would be necessary to educate 


the population on the consequences of breeding 
more of the weakest and fewer of the strongest. 
At the moment we are bombarded with vicious 
propaganda which obscures these basic facts 
and promotes identification with the defective, 
as if what is wrong with you is a precious facet 
of your personality to be protected by law. 

Hand-in-hand with the abolition of this sinister 
propaganda must go an attack on the power of 
the vested interests of the medical industry. The 
way inwhich scientists, doctors and in particular 
the giant drug companies make policies in 
order to maximise profits must be eliminated. 

The present policy of encouraging the 

healthiest and most intelligent people to devote 
their lives to careers at the expense of having 
children must be reversed. Financial rewards 
such as tax incentives, rather than any kind of 
punishment for not compying, should be used to 
encourage suitable parents to have more 
children. 

While no one need be forbidden to have 
children, rewards andencouragementsto breed 
would not be given to the less fit and able. Yet 
they would not be penalised any more than 
those who did not want to reproduce. 

Such a policy would bring about an up- 
breeding of the population in a way which 
would improve the quality of life for all. There 
is nothing we can do to ease the jealous 
resentment of a minority who are incensed that 
they are not the most clever and beautiful, but 
we must realise that it is by pandering to such 
bitter, spiteful individuals that we end up with 
the spiral into destruction that Britain is 
following right now. 

Not all countries share the reluctance of the 
West to practice eugenics and choose their 
children. In India and China there is a long 
established preference for sons. Daughters are 
regularly aborted, neglected or murdered. The 
population of India is ‘‘missing’’ some 30 
million females as aresult. In an attempt to slow 
the population growth in China, the Communist 
state has decreed that no couple may have more 
than one child. Here too, girls are aborted or left 
todie, as arechildren with birth defects. Anyone 
with the slightest abnormality, from short- 
sightedness to criminality, is sterilised. 

People who can behave so cruely to their 
own flesh and blood will have no qualms about 
the use of genetic engineering to assist a more 
advanced eugenic policy in the future. 

In the police-state of Singapore, graduates 
are encouraged to have large families. These 
are predominantly ethnic Chinese or Sikhs, 
while low I.Q. native manual workers receive 
no such benefits and must leave the city by 6 
p.m. This is the less well-known side of the 
‘‘tiger economy’’ so admired by the likes of 
Tony Blair and John Major. 

As genetic engineering and eugenics become 
ever-more important and are adopted by more 
and more of our Asian competitors, where will 
Britons, not tomention the heavily-outnumbered 
whites in rich lands such as Australia and New 
Zealand, find themselves in the coming century 
of fierce competition for resources and living 
space? The science exists. If we do not use it, 
others will. And the weak will go to the wall. 


Army caught up In 
more PC nonsense 


LAST MONTH Spearhead highlighted the case in which the 
Ministry of Defence, in pursuit of an experiment in ‘political 
correctness’, tried in vain to foist a black recruit, Mark 
Campbell, on the Household Cavalry. Although this experiment 
backfired, the Government has learned nothing and is still up to 
the same tricks. 

Some of the papers in early May carried pictures of two Welsh 
Guardsmen, complete with redcoats and bear-skins, on parade 
with a bunch of small kids trailing along behind them. A closer 
look at the kids revealed them to be almost entirely from ‘ethnic 
minority’ families. 

So what was it all about? Well, it appears that the 
Government, still smarting from the Campbell fiasco, is even 
more determined to prove to everyone that the army is not 
‘racist’. The kids were gathered together from the Cayley House 
School in Limehouse, East London, where the majority of the 
pupils are black or Asian. They were then snapped toddling 
(sorry, marching!) around the square in the wake of the two 
guardsmen, and the photos were featured prominently in the 
papers immediately afterwards. The stunt, according to the 
accompanying reports, was part of a five-year plan under which 
the MoD is committing the armed forces to ‘“‘combat racism.”’ 
This piece of nonsense again leaves many people asking the 
question: do not the armed forces, increasingly under- 
resourced due to spending cuts, have better things to do? 

And why should yet another distinguished British regiment 

with a proud history be degraded by its men being required to 
engage in such ridiculous and undignified capers? 

The army is for fighting, and 

when it is not actually fighting its 

time should be occupied training 

to fight. It should not be used as a 

tool for political propaganda. 

Afterthought: was this another 

wheeze dreamed up by Prince 

Charles? 


WANTED! 

New readers. Regular readers will 
have noticed that Speahead has had 
a facelift. If you like the new look 
please tell others and help build our 
circulation. Spearhead is Britain's 
biggest selling Nationalist magazine. 
Help us make it even bigger! 


FREEDOM VIDEOS. 
For your copy of our latest catalogue of 
nationalist, revisionist and music videos 
(VHS) send two first-class stamps to: 
Freedom Videos, Box 1, Forest House, 
Liss Forest, Hants, GU33 7DD. 


Edited by regular Spearhead contributor Nick Griffin, the Rune is 
Britain’s lively new Nationalist magazine. Issue No. 12 is bigger 
than ever. 32 pages of politics, culture, biting cartoons, strategy 
and humour. But it's late, so don't send any money to 
PO Box 301, Carshalton, Surrey, 
SMS 4QW, England. 
Apologies and thanks for your patience. 
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In search of well-being 


Australian author NIGEL JACKSON gives his views 
on healthy roles for men and women 


The question of how we can bring about 
high quality roles for our men and women 
was touched on by two authors in last 
month’s Spearhead, with Nick Griffin 
reflecting on the need of men to be members 
of ‘‘hunting bands’’ and Ellen Strachan 
discussing marriage. 

There were several good points made in the 
latter article. Love and dedication are indeed 
important ingredients of a fruitful union; the 
need to consider kinship carefully is good 
advice; so is the suggestion that children 
should be taught to shun the idea of ever 
seeking a sexual partner whose child they 
would not like to share. 

The Tacitean ideal of a wife sharing in the 
husband’s life of toilsand dangers is admirable, 
as is the Nietzchean model of aiming for 
children better than oneself. 

However, Ellen Stachan did not at times 
resist the temptation to become too narrowly 
dogmatic. In the sensitive area of relationships 
between the sexes, racial nationalists (and 


other sensible:men and women of goodwill) . 


should be wary of asserting moral guidelines 
and extremely wary of making unqualified 
generalisations. 

**Thebasis of marriage should be procreation 
and the improvement of family and race.’’ 
This is too sweeping. It would be wiser to say 
that these are clearly major factors to be taken 
into consideration, while conceding that there 
are others. 
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Age old images. "Woman is the huntress on the psychic plane" 


It is true that ‘‘marriage existed long before 
Christianity,’’ but it is also true that the word 
**marriage’’ has several applications and that 
the metaphysical reality of marriage (as the 
union of the dualities) exists well before any 
of us start opining on the topic. 

I was lucky to come from a stable, if limited, 
family. My parents were professionals of 
British stock and Christian belief, reserved in 
nature, conservative in outlook. They were 
extemely generous and loyal to my sister and 
I; and they gave us a home which was a 
sanctuary, a fortress and a platform for our 
growth. Beyond doubt each of them was 
unselfish and made major sacrifices for our 
welfare. 


Model Family 


So that remains my model family; and I 
have tried, with less success in both my 
marriages, to give a similar blessing to my 
four children. I think Nature is, largely but 
not wholly, on the side of such family life. 

There is an old saying that ‘‘Love lasts for 
three years and a day,’’ while modern 
psychological research indicates that, in 
general, the glamour of ‘“‘true love’’ lasts 
from around sixteen months to three years 
aftercohabiting begins. The subsequent partial 
emotional vacuum is normally filled by the 
love of children, the first of whom should 
usually appear during that timespan. I am 
inclined to agree with the noted psychiatric 


author, Dr. Thomas Szasz, that the greatest 
happiness we humans can enjoy is the rearing 
of our children. The intense love of our 
children fills the place in our heart originally 
held by love of spouse, while the latter 
moderates into (one hopes) adeep affectionate 
friendship. 

But not all good and healthy man-woman 
relationships will fall into this picture; and 
here it is necessary to tread on thin ice and 
defy simplistic moralists. 

Tacitus (I write as a Latin honours graduate 
who studied the Agricola, although not the 
Germania) was a puritan military type who 
was revolted by the moral decadence of the 
RomanEmpire. There are merits ina Tahitian 
attitude to sex that he would have been 
incapable of grasping (although even he 
dropped an aside about Nero’s mistress 
Poppaea having ‘‘kisses like wine’’). Nature 
intends sexually mature young men and 
women to come together joyfully, and no 
social framework of morality can afford to 
forget this. If there are aspects of human 
relationships which offend conventional 
morality, it is still possible that they serve a 
socio-biological purpose for the benefit of the 
population as a whole. 


Puritans and Moralists 


Moreover, there is an aesthetics of sexual 
and romantic encounters which puritans and 
moralists also tend to undervalue. Some 
‘frivolous romances,’’ for example, are 
exquisite. There is a place, too, for the 
discreet affaire. The more relaxed and realistic 
attitude of the French perhaps leads the way 
in this area. An occasional affaire can give 
renewed vitality to a man or woman, with all 
sorts of fruitful consequences for them, for 
others, for society. 

Similarly, the idea of raising ‘‘as large a 
number of children as they are physically 
able’’ is not as mandatory as Ellen Strachan 
suggests. My wife and I originally hoped to 
have five children, then decided that three 
was enough, espeically if we were to give 
them a good education. 

An intelligent nationalist government 
would legislate with priorities close to those 
envisaged by Ellen Strachan, but it would 
also leave a degree of room within the 
commonweal for the various ‘‘exceptions 
to the rule’’ to which I have alluded briefly. 

One of the most profound modern essays on 
this subject is ‘“The Problem of Sexuality’’ by 
Frithjof Schuon in his book Esoterism as 
Principle and as Way (Perennial Books, UK, 
1981). Schuon pointed to the limitation in 


Christian views of sexual union as “‘sin’’ and 
wrote: “‘It was an error in the West to impose 
ona whole continent a morality for monks.’”’ 
A racial nationalist government should not 
err in an analogous way through excessive 
fixation on its primary objectives. 

Another outstanding text on this theme is 
Ortega Y Gasset’s On Love (Allen & Unwin, 
U.K., 1951), which contains the most subtle 
analysis of profound love that I know. Like 
Schuon, who is a Muslim Sufi, the Spaniard 
regarded love as essentially good, creative 
and life-affirming. 

For sex and love to be healthy and fruitful 
within society, it is essential that (as much 
as possible) men should be men and women 
should be women. This is a major reason 
why homosexuality and the ideology of 
‘‘unisex’’ should be firmly, though 
compassionately, discouraged in society. 


Erosion of Masculinity 


Nick Griffin’ s article ‘“The Inevitable White 
Man’’ is the latest in a long line of essays and 
books which this century have sought to 
grapple with the erosion of masculinity and 
virility in modern Western nations. The 
image of man as the hunter is fundamental 
to healthy unions between the sexes, as it is 
to issues of job satisfaction and national 
strength. Healthy man hunts healthy woman, 
and healthy woman wants to be hunted by 
him. Having said that, it must be admitted 
that, as Dion Fortune indicated in her book 
The Esoteric Meaning of Love and Marriage, 
woman isthe huntress on the psychic plane, 
being symbolised as such in, for example, 
Greek and Roman mythology as Artemis and 
Diana. The ‘‘chastity’’ of these goddesses is 
an intimation that they operate on a non- 
fleshly plane. 

Nick Griffin correctly identifies a number 
of threats to the role of men as hunters in our 
societies. I want to consider further in what 
ways we men can overcome this current 
danger. 

He is right to state that we begin with 
‘*innate territoriality and the will-to-power,”’ 
with an “‘urge for private property’’ and — as 
he implies — a lust to achieve distinction by 
competing successfully. Itis alsocorrect that 
men, in general, like to work and act for a 
significant part of their lives in tribe-like all- 
male groups, in which there is shared humour 
and cameraderie, and which are ‘‘bound 
together by initiation rites, shared problems 
and common victories.”’ 


Identity and Purpose 


Furthermore, he is right to point out that 
effective solutions to the problem will require 
the strengthening in men ofa sense ofidentity, 
purpose, belonging, mission and of 
identification with a major or mainstream 
collectivity. 

But he hardly enters into the question of 
what then to do. The suggestion of “‘drums 
and torchlit bonfires on private land’’ is 
hardly more than a gesture; and we certainly 
don’t want to become identified with the 
excesses and follies of the Ku Klux Klan. 


“slip and a large chunk of 


Res pon sic 


He also tended — perhaps 
inadvertently — to fudge the vital 
difference between the need for 
‘‘respectas the breadwinner’’ and 
the need for respect as a warrior. 
Why did that exquisite young 
Scots girl played by Catherine 
McCormack go for William 
Wallace in the film Braveheart? 
Not because he was a potential 
breadwinner, but because he stood 
out as an eminent warrior-in-the- 
making. Nick Griffin was wrong 
to claim that ‘there is very little 
difference between a small pay- 


mammoth.’’ You have to be a 
warrior to get the mammoth. 

Now, what is the especial appeal 
of the British National Party and 
its current leader and ‘‘genius of 
the place’, John Tyndall? The 
answer is, in a single word, 
manliness. 

That was my immediate 
impression, upon reading The 
Eleventh Hour, and_ it 
differentiates the BNP from the 
different ethos surrounding our 
own _— premier patriotic 
organisation in Australia, the 
Australian League of Rights, 
which is based on the gentler and 
more intellectual approach of 
Major Clifford Douglasand Social 
Credit. By contrast, Tyndall is 
essentially a fighter. This means 
that the BNP is peculiarly well suited to give 
a lead in finding ways to enable more and more 
British men to be men. 


Ogres of High Finance 


Moreover, there is a ready-made jungle to 
fight in, of terrifying extent and power: the 
modern corporate industrial order dominated 
by ruthless elites whose power depends on the 
usurious financial system. If ever a gang of 
ogres and giants deserved to be tackled, 
disarmed and put out of action, there they are! 

The BNP party structure seems already well 
suited to responding to this challenge. Party 
units, like clans and sub-clans, can operate as 
mini-tribes and tackle the enemy in a variety 
of modes of what amounts to political gurilla 
warfare; with the party leadership responsible 
for thinking out strategies and tactics in 
advance, so that when opponents try to 
wrongfoot us, they find themselves 
wrongfooted instead. 

Some additional ideas can be put forward, 
however. The BNP should seek to establish 
bases, fastnesses. The past history of monastic 
orders, Eastern as well as Western, may have 
much to teach in this respect. 

Starting with its own male members who are 
unemployed, the party should seek to acquire 
properties in suitable locations and build new 
community centres there. Some might be 
fundamentally libraries and.resource centres; 
others might be schools to impart survival 


Last of the hunters? Young Cornish fisherman, 
1995: 'I try not to think about the future; | think 
they'd get rid of the British fishing fleet if they 
could." 
steadily eroded at every level of society 


Masculinity and self-reliance are being 


skills and improved physical fitness; others 
might be cheap-accommodation villages or 
retirement centres. 

Party units and members should also seek to 
create other group projects for unemployed 
and/or retired men, again starting with party 
members and then recruiting further afield. 
The nature of such projects would be 
established on the basis of the skills and 
interests of those available for employment. 

**God helps those who help themselves. ”’ 
And, while part of the BNP effort is the 
long-term drive to get itself voted into 
office as the national government, a twin 
strategy must be to create in the meantime 
more and more nationalist tribes and 
communities within the nation. Not all the 
activities I have suggested would require 
great expense; some might even be able to 
generate a profit. With sufficient ingenuity 
it will be possible to work around the 
preposterous financial structure of the 
times, which, sooner or later, is likely to 
self-destruct. 


NEW AUDIO CASSETTE! 
JOHN TYNDALL 
SPEAKS TO AMERICA 
A stirring call to racial loyalty. £4.00, 
cheques/POs only: LIFE RUNE BOOKS, 
BCM Box 6089, LONDON, WCIN 3XX. 
Send two 25p stamps/IRCs for new 1996 
catalogue. WEB http://www.natvan.com 
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CORRUPTION, INCOMPETENCE 
AND POLITICAL CORRECTNESS 


Local government is in a shambles. It’s time, says JAMES 
THURGOOD, that we started to look for alternative methods 


THE SCANDAL involving Westminster 
Council, which came to a head last 
month, has led to a widely ranging 
national inquest into local government 
in Britain. 

An independent audit found that the 
Tory-controlled council had grossly 
abused its powers by allocating housing 
accomodation in such a way as to ensure a 
Tory majority in the area in forthcoming 
local government elections. Homeless 
families, seen as likely to vote Labour, 
were Kept in asbestos-riddled flats in a 
ward certain to return a Labour councillor 
with or without them, while homes in 
another ward, into which some of them 
might have been moved, were boarded up 
and made unavailable pending their 
purchase by other families estimated as 
likely to vote Tory. 

Labour, however, is hardly in a position 
to throw stones over this affair because in 
respect of local government corruption it 
inhabits a very big glasshouse. Simon 
Heffer, writing in the Daily Mail on May 
10th, drew attention to some of its own 
excesses when in control of local author- 
ities, and he spoke of the state of local 
government in Britain generally by saying 
that much of it is... 

**... a profligate, insufficiently 
accountable and sometimes downright 
wicked exercise carried out in many 
cases by people morally and 
intellectually unfit to hold office.’’ 


What local government, particularly in 
the inner cities, has done over the past 20 
years, he said... 


**... iS a national disgrace. 
Generations of semi-literate, morally 
malformed youths are a tribute to the 
hi-jacking of education policy by left- 
wing education officers and teachers 
appointed by local authorities. ”’ 


And:- 


‘In many Labour boroughs little effort — 


was made for years to collect rents. 
When the poll tax was introduced, 
ending the free ride many Labour 
voters had enjoyed on the backs of 
others, some councils connived in 
campaigns of non-payment.’’ 


This of course should hardly be cause for 
surprise. We can assume with fair 
confidence that the vast majority of non- 
rent-payers voted Labour and that this was 
the price they exacted for their loyalty. 
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That is how ‘democracy’ works in so many 
fields. But there is much more. Said 
Heffer: - 


‘A leading QC, Elizabeth 
Appleby, conducted an enquiry into a 
£50 million scandal of corruption and 
incompetence in Lambeth. She said, 
specifically, that the failure to carry out 
services in the borough was due not to 
underfunding but to sheer 
mismanagement. And yet such scandals 
have been tolerated for years. 
‘‘Meanwhile, juggernaut-loads of money 
shipped in from central government — 
£44.92 billion in the current financial 
year, including the non-domestic rate — 
were often put to what local councillors 
regarded as uses most vital to the well- 
being of their electors: financing 
obsessions with gender, sexual orient- 
ation and racism policies, and projects 
that encouraged the breaking down of 
traditional social order and values. 
‘‘Once, local councils were about 
emptying bins, keeping streets clean, 
providing children with a decent 
education and helping the genuinely 
helpless. Today they are too often all 
about social engineering, foreign policy 
and indulging the manias of second-rate 
councillors who will never be good 
enough to become Members of Parlia- 
ment.’’ 


Low Calibre 


Councillors 

Not, of course, that you have to be 
very good to become a Member of 
Parliament these days! Mr. Heffer, 
however, has made his point. Our own 
quite close acquaintance with the modern 
breed of local councillors is enough to 
demonstrate to us what, generally 
speaking, a low-grade bunch of human 
beings they are. Aside from the not 
inconsiderable number who are quite 
crazy, there is a vast multitude who are 
manifestly mediocre in brains and 
character and not really fit to manage 
anything bigger than a tobacconist’s 
shop. Local government provides an 
irresistible attraction to nonentities who 
love the idea of exercising a little bit of 
power and preening themselves with 
fancy titles. It really is awfully easy to 
get onto your local council if you make 
yourself a loyal and conscientious Tory 
or Labour constituency party activist. So 
many of the more capable local party 
members will have demanding jobs that 


do not allow them the time, while the 
same people are much more likely to have 
families and good homes to look after in 
the limited spare hours available to them. 
The result is that the kinds able to throw 
themselves into intensive activity in 
council elections, and then to attend 
regular council meetings once elected, 
tend often to comprise the unemployed or 
unemployable, the single and sometimes 
the socially inadequate — to whom local 
politics is compensation for otherwise 
drab and empty lives. Not a small number 
of these are of perverted sexual orientation 
— hence the tendency for that lobby to be 
grossly over-represented in local 
government and to use its power in the 
promotion of its own pet projects, such as 
‘gay’ clubs and switch-boards — all paid 
for by ordinary people’s taxes. The 
prevalence on local authorities of human 
flotsam of the very lowest type would 
explain the case, cited by Heffer, in 
which... 

**... paedophiles, pimps and drug-abusers 

were allowed to look after children in 

council care in Islington.’’ 


Not a special case but par for the course 
— as numerous similar exposures have 
established. 

And it is not a question of lack of money 
but rather of misuse of it. Said Heffer:- 


**... one only has to look ‘at the contin- 
uing under-performance of non-grant- 
maintained schools; or at the pages of 
ludicrous non-jobs for which vacancies 
are advertised every week in The 
Guardian newspaper; or at the rotting 
housing estates that disfigure our big 
towns and cities, to see that for all the 
billions local government sucks out of 
the taxpayer, the return on the invest- 
ment is pretty negligible.’’ 


The Problem 


From this survey, and from any aware 
person’s observation of the workings of 
local government in Britain today, two 
things stand out. Firstly, there is the 
wholly inadequate calibre of a great 
number of the public servants who, by the 
electoral process, get themselves positions 
of power on local authorities. Secondly, 
there is the fact that local government in 
our time has strayed a long way from its 
originally intended function of supervising 
local amenities and has become an 


instrument of politics — party politics to a 
great extent, as the Westminster scandal 
has demonstrated, but also ideological 
politics — the promotion of homosex- 
uality, multi-racialism, feminism and the 
various other causes dear to the left. 
Through local government, social schemes 
contrived by left-wing loonies have much 
greater chance of being put into practice 
than ever would be the case through 
national government. Add up the local 
authorities throughout Britain which right 
now are carrying out these schemes, and 
you have a scandal of national dimensions 
which Parliament itself — notwithstanding 
the fact that it still contains a Tory 
majority, even if only just — is powerless 
to do anything about. 

Not that the Tories — if Westminster is 
anything to go by — would improve 
standards very much even if they did have 
the power! 


The Solution 


So how do we get better standards of 
local government? And how do we separate 
local government from politics? I venture 
the suggestion that it is time to start 
thinking the unthinkable: that we remove 
local government entirely from the 
electoral process and instead make it a 
matter of appointment from above. 

When the people elect a government to 
lead the nation, they have in mind, rightly 
or wrongly, that that government will be 
responsible for all the affairs of the nation, 
large and small. That this is the way the 
majority thinks is demonstrated by the fact 
in local elections it so often is that national 
issues dominate. The people take it out on 
a bad and unpopular national government 
by voting against what might be a perfectly 
competent and honest local council (yes, a 
few still do exist!). 

The Tories took a hiding in last month’s 


Dye (byaytve 


local government elections not because 
Tory councils are worse than Labour ones 
— on the whole, they are not as bad — 
but because people wanted to vote against 
John Major and the lamentable crew at 
Westminster. 

Would it not therefore be appropriate 
to bring fact into line with popular 
perception: to hand over to national 
government the responsibility for local 
government which most people, in their 
own minds, attribute to it anyway? 

The power that national government 
already has (or at least ought to have) 
over local government is demonstrated by 
the fact that, as pointed out by Simon 
Heffer in the same Daily Mail article, 84 
per cent of the latter is today funded 
nationally. 

This power, properly exercised, would 
involve national government appointing a 
series of governors for each of the 
counties of the United Kingdom. Alter- 
natively, those for the counties in 
Scotland, Wales and Northern Ireland 
could be appointed by the respective 
Secretaries for those areas. 

The county governors would then in 
their turn appoint governors (call them 
mayors if you prefer) for each of the 
smaller local authorities: cities, 
boroughs, rural districts. 

These administrators would be chosen 
from any fields of public life or from 
commerce or industry. They would be 
selected on the basis of competence and 
record. Their politics (if they had any) 
would be irrelevant, and they would not 
carry party labels. 

If they failed, they would be sacked — 
which usually is not the case with today’s 
elected councillors. If they started to use 
their powers in the promotion of 
politically motivated schemes which had 
nothing to do with the needs of ordinary 


Tesco heiress Dame Shirley Porter. Charged by the district auditor with gerrymandering on 
Westminster Council. Local government is riddled with crooks and cranks. 


local people, again they would be sacked. 

A national governmental Ministry for 
Local Government would be responsible 
for this process. 


Objections Answered 


The doctrinaire ‘democrat’ will immed- 
iately object that this would amount to 
local government not elected by the 
people, not under the control of the people 
and answerable to the people, and therefore 
not ‘democratic’. There is a ready reply to 
this objection: Is local government any of 
these things today? 

Do the crackpot projects carried out by 
present local authorities have anything to 
do with the wishes and the will of the 
people who have elected them? 

Since, as we have seen, most people vote 
in elections to local government in 
accordance with their assessment of the 
performance of national government, the 
remedy to bad local government is for the 
voters to take this into acount when 
electing national government — as they 
already do anyway to a great extent. 

This of course is, for reasons of space, a 
very simplified presentation of an idea 
which in practice would be much more 
complex. There is nothing to prevent such 
a system providing channels through which 
complaints about specific abuses of local 
government can be voiced by local people 
— by way of ombudsmen and the like. The 
system would not make local government 
remote from the people (which it now is), 
but it would serve the people better by 
taking the party politics out of local 
government. 

And the whole procedure would be much 
less expensive. One person, instead of a 
gaggle of councillors drawing allowances, 
would decide local government policy. 
That person would have to be paid, of 
course. But so now do local government 
administrators, departmental heads, clerks, 
secretaries, and so on. And the corrupt 
farce of local government elections every 
year or so, which itself is expensive, 
would be unnecessary and a great deal of 
money would therefore be saved. 

And when it comes to the governor (or 
mayor) deciding policy, it goes without 
saying that he would need advice. He 
would get it — from the experts in the 
various departments (Housing, Education, 
Highways & Byways, etc.) instead of from 
ignorant party hacks sitting on councils by 
virtue, not of their knowledge or expertise, 
but just their party labels. 

That, in the view of this writer, is the 
best way to the attainment of capable, 
honest and politically impartial local 
government. It is not a statement of any 
party’s manifesto but just the view of one 
individual — put forward as a basis for 
discussion. 

Has anyone a better idea? 
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Dr. WILLIAM PIERCE asks “why do they hate Pat 
Buchanan?" and concludes that 


EXTREMISM IS NOT THE 
REAL ISSUE 


Reprinted, in abridged form under restrictions 
imposed by the British Government's Race Laws, 
from Free Speech, P. O. Box 90, Hillsboro, 
WV 24946, USA. http:/Av w w .natvan.com 


I’m sure that most of our readers observed 
with some interest the Republican primaries 
earlier this year. And I’m sure that you 
noticed, as I did, their most interesting feature: 
namely the frantic attacks by the controlled 
media and by the other Republicans on 
candidate Patrick Buchanan. 

The controlled media kept telling us that their 
polls showed that most voters believed Buchanan 
tobe “‘tooextreme.”’ That, I believe, was simply 
the media’s way of trying to move the herd 
towards that view. They wanted people to think, 
‘*‘Pat Buchanan can’t win, because he’s too 
extreme. We know he’s too extreme, because we 
heard it on TV.”’ 

Now, just what is it about Buchanan that’s 
extreme? 

Is it his statement that if he becomes President 
he’ll stop the flood of illegal 
immigration from Mexico? Is it now 
considered ‘‘extreme’’ for a 
Presidential candidate to be in favour 
of enforcing U.S. law and protecting 
our borders? Some people apparently 
think so. 

Or is it Buchanan’s position on 
foreign trade which makes him an 
extremist? Is he an extremist because 
he believes that American workers 
should not be forced to compete for 
jobs with Chinese coolies or Mexican 
mestizos? Isheanextremist for pointing 
out the simple truth that Washington’s 
present policy of uncontrolled foreign 
trade is destroying one basic American 
industry after another and is exporting 
hundreds of thousands of American 
jobs overseas? Is that too ‘‘extreme’’? 
The people who slant our television news 
programmes say it is. 


Cheap labour 

Well, we know that many wealthy businessmen 
welcome both the flow of cheap labour across 
our border with Mexico and also the opportunity 
to build their factories in Indonesia or elsewhere 
in the Third World, where labour is so 
inexpensive. And we know that Republican 
politicians traditionally receive much of their 
financial support from wealthy businessmen. Is 
that why the Republican Party bosses were so 
worried that Buchanan might become the 
Republican candidate? Is that why the other 
Republicans said they’d support any Republican 
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candidate chosen by the voters — except Pat 
Buchanan? 

No, that’s not the reason. If Robert Dole and 
the other Republican candidates had: really 
believed that Pat Buchanan’s views were too 
extreme for most people, they wouldn’t have 
worried about him at all. He would have lost in 
the early primaries and that would have been 
that. And as for the Republican Party bosses, 
don’t they understand the purpose of primaries? 
Primaries are to give the voters a chance to 
choose the candidates they want. The party 
bosses should be happy to have the most popular 
candidate, instead of trying to frighten voters 
into accepting a less popular candidate. Andas 
for the wealthy businessmen, Buchanan ran 
without campaign money from them. If he 
could win without their money, who cares what 
they think about his views on immigration and 
trade? 

No, Buchanan’s policies certainly aren’t 
extreme. The other Republicans weren’t worried 
that the voters would reject those policies; they 


Just two examples of the controlled 
media's feeding frenzy of 
scaremongering against Republican 
Presidential candidate Pat Buchanan 


were afraid that the voters would approve of 
them. They were afraid that Pat Buchanan could 
build mass support for protecting our borders, 
for enforcing our immigration laws, for bringing 
back American jobs and rebuilding American 
industries which have been exported to the Third 
World. 

The real key to understanding the attacks on 
Patrick Buchanan by other Republicans and by 
the controlled media is not extremism at all. It’s 
something that we began to hear more about in 
the later stages of his string of victories, as his 
attackers became more worried about his 
popularity. That something else is what they call 
‘anti-Semitism.’ Pat Buchanan is an anti- 
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Semite, they said, and so we must stop himat all 
costs. 

Is this true? Let’s look at the evidence, at the 
facts. Whatis trueis that Buchanan isa traditional 
Roman Catholic, a conservative Roman 
Catholic, and he takes his religion seriously. A 
few years ago a mob of homosexual 
demonstrators, most of them Jews, invaded a 
Catholic church in New York City and 
desecrated the church, pouring blood on the 
altar and performing lewd acts inside the church 
in order to express their displeasure with the 
local bishop’s opposition to homosexuality. The 
local media treated the whole affair as if it were 
alark, a sort ofboyish prank. The local politicians 
and the police had a similar attitude. Buchanan 
was enraged. He wrote in his own newspaper 
column that if it had been a synagogue which 
had been desecrated instead of a Christian 
church, and if the invaders had been Gentiles 
instead of Jews, the media and the authorities 
would have taken it much more seriously. The 
desecrators would all be in prison on ‘‘hate 
crime’’ charges. 


Hey, we all know that’s true. The 
Jews do get special treatment from the 
authorities and the courts. They expect 
special treatment and they get it — 
especially in places like New York. But 
Buchanan had the guts to actually say it. 
And when Organised Jewry jumped all 
over him and accused him of being 
“‘insensitive’’ and began wailing about 
the ‘‘Holocaust”’ and ‘‘anti-Semitism’’ 
in an attempt to make him back down, 
Buchanan didn’t back down. Politicians 
are supposed to grovel and apologise 
when this powerful lobby accuses them 
of being “‘insensitive.’’ But Buchanan 
is a fighter. He denied being an anti- 
Semite, but he didn’t grovel and 
apologise. 

And there have been other instances 
where Buchanan has clashed with these people. 
When he was an advisor to President Ronald 
Reagan, and the Jews told Reagan that he mustn’t 
lay a wreath at a certain military cemetery in 
Germany — the cemetery at Bitburg — because 
some of the soldiers buried there were members 
ofthe SS, Buchanan advised him to go ahead and 
lay the wreath anyway. The war had been over 
for nearly 50 years, and Buchanan thought it was 
tume forreconciliation. But his opponents’ motto 
is “‘never forget and never forgive,’’ and so 
again they called Buchanan an “‘anti-Semite”’ 
for not yielding to their pressure. 

Five years ago, when the Powers That Be 
decided that Saddam Hussein and Iraq were 


becoming a danger to Israeli hegemony in the 
Middle East and had to be crushed, George Bush 
and the other Republicans were eager to do their 
bidding, as were the Democrats, and so we 
launched the Gulf War and bombed Baghdad 
into submission. But Patrick Buchanan spoke 
out and said, ‘‘Hey, we don’t need this war. This 
war doesn’t serve America’s interests. The only 
people who need this war are the Israelis.” All 
of the politicians knew that it was true, but only 
Buchanan would say it publicly. 


Show Trial 


And then there was the case of John Demjanuk. 
The Shoah-business professionals decided a few 
years ago that it was time for another crucifixion, 
and they accused John Demjanuk, a retired 
Cleveland auto-worker, of war crimes which he 
supposedly had committed 50 years ago, during 
the Second World War. This is Ivan the Terrible, 
they claimed; he killed thousands of Jews during 
the war. And so they had one of their bought 
Federal judges strip him of his citizenship and 
ship him off to Israel for a show trial designed to 
increase foreign aid to Israel. 

Pat Buchanan again spoke out against this 
outrage. The other politicians, Democrat and 
Republicans, politicians like Bob Dole, knew 
enough to look the other way and keep their 
mouths shut, but Buchanan said, “‘Hey, what 
about the Constitution? What about due process? 
What about this man’s rights?’’ And Buchanan 
generated so much public interest in the fate of 
John Demjanjuk that the crucifixion had to be 
cancelled. They weren’t able to cover up the 
evidence that proved Demjanjuk was innocent, 
and public opinion eventually forced them to 
turn him loose. That’s something else they’ ve 
never forgiven Buchanan for. 

But does any of these things make Buchanan 
an ‘‘anti-Semite’’? Do these things justify the 
claims that he is ‘‘a hatemonger,”’ a ‘‘Jew 
baiter’’ and a ‘‘neo-Nazi’’? I doubt it. What 
do you think? 

Now if I had been the candidate instead of Pat 
Buchanan they would have had something to 
scream about. Because if I were elected I’d 
immediately declare a national emergency, and 
I'd immediately take the control of our news and 
entertainment media away from them. I’d root 
them out of Hollywood. I’?d weed them out of our 
universities. I’d remove them from the courts. 
I'd clean house. But I really don’t believe that 
Buchanan would do that. He’s certainly never 
said or written anything to indicate he’d do that. 
He’s not a revolutionary. He’s a conservative. 
He’s a Republican. He’s a Christian. He’s 
simply a fellow with old fashioned values, and 
he’s a fighter. He has no particular grudge 
against the Jews, but when some of them desecrate 
his church, he becomes angry and says something 
about it. When he sees an injustice taking place, 
as in the case of the persecution of John 
Demjanjuk, he may or may not speak out, but his 
decision as to whether or not to speak out isn’t 
basedon what the manipulators of public opinion 
might think about it. He has other considerations. 


Vicious attacks 


And basically that’s why the controlled media 
attacked him so viciously. They can’t tolerate a 
politician who has any considerations other than 
what they think. Basically they can’t tolerate a 
politician who doesn’t jump when they whistle. 


If he won’t apologise and grovel now, there’s no 
telling what he might not do if he was in the 
White House. He mightnot send all those billions 
of dollars from American taxpayers to Israel 
every year. He might not appoint Jews tohalfhis 
cabinet positions and to the head of the CIA and 
toevery Supreme Court vacancy, the way Clinton 
has. He might not send U.S. troops when and 
where he’s told to send them. He might not 
base his policies on what’s good for influential 
minorities instead of what’s good for America. 
That’s why they hate him. That’s why they 
worked so hard to convince voters that he’s 
an extremist. 

And that’s also the reason that Bob Dole and 
the other Republicans attacked him. That’s why 
the Republican Party bosses said that they’d 
accept any candidate except Buchanan. 

Bob Dole has based his career on being a 
step’n’fetchit for the people who control the 
American political system. He’s a boring, 
lacklustre, unimaginative politician, who’s never 
had an original idea, but the media bosses keep 
backing him for re-election, because he does 
what he’s told. He votes for billions of dollars in 
aid to Israel every year. He kept his mouth shut 
when the Jews grabbed John Demjanjuk and put 
him on trial in Israel on phony charges. He went 
along with the bombing of women and children 
in Baghdad. He votes for every so-called ‘‘free”’ 
trade bill and other piece of legislation the New 
World Order boys want enacted. Dole is 
dependable. 


Not Extreme 


And Buchanan.is not part of the system. 
Buchanan is an outsider. A Buchanan win 
would have severely upset the prestige of the 
system. It would have upset the Republican 
applecart. That’s why they were all afraid of 
Buchanan. That’s why they kept calling him an 
‘‘extremist,’’ when in fact his views are anything 
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Have you joined the Welling Club? 


The Welling Club is a special group that has been formed for the purpose 
of raising money for the British National Party. Membership is open to all 
persons, whether or not BNP members, willing to contribute £20 each 
month to the party’s funds. 

Welling Club members will be sent regular bulletins informing them of 
progress in achieving various BNP projects for which their donations are 
required. They will also be entitled to attend, free of charge, an annual club 
dinner addressed by the BNP Chairman. 

Those wishing to join the Welling Club should apply, sending their initial 
£20 contribution (made out to the British National Party), to PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


SPEARHEAD SUPPORT FUND 


Income from the sales of our magazine is not enough to cover production 
and administrative costs. We therefore rely on regular donations from our 
supporters so that we may remain solvent. 

Because of the controversial nature of the opinions expressed in these 
columns, we have found it impossible to induce wholesale distributers to 
handle our magazine. It is therefore not to be found on sale in high street 
newsagents or bookshops. Hence our need for additional financial support. 

Please send all contributions to: Spearhead c/o PO Box 117, Welling, 
Kent DA16 3DW. Please note that receipts are not normally sent for 
donations of less than £10 unless specifically requested, in which case an 


moe - gteu rie 


butextreme. God, I wish that he were an extremist! 
We need more extremists. 

What’s important for us to remember, though, 
is that extremism isn’t the issue here. Extremism 
is just a smokescreen. The real issue is refusing 
to take orders from the Powers That Be. That’s 
what they call ‘‘anti-Semitism.’’ That’s what 
they call ‘‘hate.’? That’s what they call “‘neo- 
Nazism.’’ And the really important thing about 
the Republican primaries is that they gave the 
American people a chance to face this fact. They 
helped at least some members of the public gain 
a bit of understanding of the nature of the 
Republican/Democrat charade and how, if the 
people who control the media don’t like you, you 
won't get elected. 

Sometimes I feel a bit awkward, talking week 
after week about Jewish control of the news and 
entertainment media, of the American political 
process and of the U.S. government. People 
should be able to see these things for themselves. 
I shouldn’t have to tell them the same things over 
and over again. The evidence is everywhere. It’s 
obvious. But most people don’t pay attention to 
it. They don’t want to come to conclusions that 
might be considered ‘“‘extremist.’’ Sothey pretend 
that everything is alright, even when they know 
that itisn’t. And they hope that someone like Pat 
Buchanan will come along and fix things. 

And now they have seen Buchanan being 
attacked, first as an ‘‘extremist’’ and then as 
an ‘‘anti-Semite,’’ for saying that we ought to 
restore the integrity of our borders, that we 
ought to enforce our immigration laws, that 
we ought to protect American workers from 
competition with Chinese and Mexican 
workers, that we ought not to start wars 
unless America’s vital interests are 
threatened. 

For that he’s an ‘‘anti-Semite’’? 

Buchanan supporters should by now have 
drawn their own conclusions. 
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The Editor 
'Spearhead' 
@/ol\|\PO! Box (117, 
Welling, 

Kent DA16 3DW 


SIR: While the Conservative government 
has been greatly embarrassed by the 
revelations surrounding the vote rigging 
antics of Dame Shirley Porter’s 
Westminster Council, no publicity has 
been given to the equally odious and 
corrupt actions of the Labour party in 
Tower Hamlets. | refer of course to the 
way in which they illegally swamped 
“their” patch with thousands of extra 
Asians and students in order to defeat 
BNP councillor Derek Beackon and the 
white electors who turned out in large 
numbers to vote for him. Strange that the 
other “opposition” parties and the media 
let them get away with it? | don’t think so! 
PAUL SNELL 

Ilkeston, Derbs. 


SIR: The UK Independence Party (of 
which | was a member, but no longer) 
claims to be “non-racist” and “non- 
sectarian.” To me this suggests a strong 
Labour party influence. 

The new Spearhead is very good 
indeed. | look foward to the next issue. 
R. TANDY 
Kings Lynn, Norfolk 


SIR: The fuss about the extremely rare 

_ disease CJD, and its alleged but totally 
unproven link with eating beef, continues. 
Four farmers have now committed suicide 
as a direct result of worries about the 
future of their animals and livelihoods, but 
the media isn’t interested in them. Nor 
have we heard very much about the far 
greater threat posed by the return to 
Britain of tuberculosis, a deadly disease 
which only a couple of generations ago 
killed one in seven people years before 
their time. Perhaps the media and 
politicians’ silence over this issue is 
connected with the fact that whereas the - 
link between cattle and CJD is only 
theoretical, the link between tuberculosis 
and Asian immigrants is well-known in 
medical circles. 

GEOFF PETERS 

Croydon, Surrey 


SIR: While on holiday recently on the 
south coast, | made a visit to the 
Portsmouth City Museum. | was there 
about two years ago and it is a fine 
institution. Buit on this visit there was an 
extra display. The area was all about 
Portsmouth’s minorities: Indians; Sikhs; 
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Bangladeshis, and Africans. One poster 
indicated six spurious reasons why they 
have every “right” to be in our country. 

| noticed a group of school children 
being ushered around by their teacher. | 
would guess they were between eight and 
ten years old. Then | listened to the 
teacher with her liberal views, saying how 
these British Commonwealth citizens 
came to help Britain at a time of need 
after the war. This is the sort of 
brainwashing being promoted by the 
politicians to cover up their disastrous 
immigration policy of the last fifty years. 
They hope to ensure that the new 
generation of indigenous British children 
never ask them the question which many 
of my age group have asked for years: 
“Why did you turn traitor to our country?” 
CRAIG KERR 
Emsworth, Hants. 


SIR: The run-down of our nation over the 
past seventeen years of Tory rule is 
almost unbelievable. The car, steel, coal, 
shipping, engineering, construction and a 
host of other industries have declined 
continually. In truth, we have very little left 
in our country to call our own and the 
government doesn’t seem to care what 
happens in or to our once proud nation. 
Are we still “Great”? Not many people 
think so, but something must be done to 
change all that. We must rebuild Britain, 
and the only political party that is capable 
of doing that is the growing British 
National Party. 

We don’t need imports other than of 
things which we are unable to produce 
ourselves. We have the knowledge and 
technical expertise to produce the bulk of 
our needs, but at present it is all going to 
waste. This is because it is a lot cheaper 
to produce things in countries where 
people will work for a few pence an hour 
and a bowl of rice, which makes vast 
profits for the multi-national companies 
and more and more unemployment back 
in Britain. 

Our farming industry is declining rapidly. 
From the row over saimonella in eggs to 
Mad Cow Disease, it all seems almost 
designed to kill off our farms and force us 
to. import even more from abroad. The 
government and the European 
Community have in particular reduced our 
fishing industry to a shambles. 

All this is closer to treason than 
incompetence. As a result we are 
becoming a fourth rate nation where 
everybody else dumps their dregs. Hong 
Kong in 19977? It’s just the start. 


Wake up Britain - you are being conned, 


swindled, taken for a ride, ripped off! And 
only the British National Party can stop it. 
STEPHEN RYDER 

Cambridge, Cambs. 


SIR: | was intrigued by the Saatchi and 
Saatchi poster on the supposedly equal 
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brain sizes of different races, reproduced 
in your last issue. A vast body of 
contemporary scientific research 
demonstrates that this is nonsense. Still, 
when did the truth count in the 
propaganda of these devious people? 

M. F. INGRAMS 

Orpington, Kent 


SIR: There was an interesting snippet in 
the gossip page of the Daily Mail on 30th 
April. It concerned the most fashionable 
restaurant in Hollywood’s Beverly Hills, 
which has just been forced to close after 
eighteen years. This highly successful 
business was destroyed by a single 
“unfortunate remark” made by the 
frantically busy owner's son in reply to a 
patron’s enquiry about whether her party 
had arrived. 

Apparently the comment was “deemed 
to be anti-Semitic and word soon got 
around the predominantly Jewish movie 
business - with the result that bookings fell 
off alarmingly.” 

It is unusual for a mainstream 
newspaper to give even such a brief 
mention to the question of who dominates 
the entertainment industry, so | suppose 
we must be grateful for this little glimpse 
of the truth. The story also demonstrates 
the remarkable power of the Jewish 
boycott, and is a good example of the way 
in which this distinctly paranoid minority 
often over-reacts in such a way as to 
create ‘anti-semitism’ where it would 
otherwise never raise its head. 

N. MONTGOMERY 
Ipswich, Suffolk 


SIR: The B.B.C. news is constantly 
concerned with happenings in the non- 
European world. We may be told about a 
train smash in Brazil, of a fire in a disco in 
Taiwan, of students on strike in India and 
so on. This in addition to the massive 
coverage of famines in Africa. 

What is behind all this foreign coverage 
when there are enough news items in our 
own country for the B.B.C. to report 
twenty four hours a day? The answer is 
that the programmers want us to get used 
to the idea of living in a “Global Village.” 
And, of course, once we accept that, they 
hope that we'll be more ready to do what 
is only natural in a village - breed with our 
“neighbours.” Fine when one thinks of an 
English village where the inhabitants are 
the same folk as us, but when they come 
from other races the process threatens us 
with extinction. 

So who cares about a man in Havana 
falling under a bus? It’s not our concern. 
Our concern is the devious people who 
are trying to make us accept the “Global 
Village” as a preliminary to a “New World 
Order” under their oppressive’ rule, with us 
merged out of existence. 

ROBERT DUNN 
Rye, Sussex 


BNP BOOK SERVICE (PHONE AND FAX 0181-316-4721 
154 UPPER WICKHAM LANE, WELLING, KENT DA16 3D 


AMERICA’S DECLINE: THE EDUCATION OF A 
CONSERVATIVE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) £4.50. A 
collection of articles and reviews on various aspects of 
the collapse of modern civilisation. 1981, 375pp. 


*APOCALYPSE 1945: THE DESTRUCTION OF 
DRESDEN (David Irving), 15.00. An updated 
version the 1963 account of this real "war crime." 
1995, xiv, 315pp. 

ARTHURIAN LEGENDS, THE. £8.95 (paperback 
only). A beautifully illustrated anthology of Arthurian 
literature from Geoffrey of Monmouth to T.H. White. A 
‘must’ for lovers of nation legends. 1979, 224pp. 


BABYLONIAN WOE, THE (David Astle) £17.00. A 
study of the origin of certain financial practices and 
their effects on the events of ancient history, written in 
the light of the present day. 1975, 250pp. 


BARNES TRILOGY, THE (Harry Elmer Barnes) 
£2.75. A combined volume containing this famous 
American revisionist’s pamphlets: Court Historians 
versus Revisionism; Blasting the Historical Blackout 
and Revisionism and Brainwashing. These first 
appeared in 1952, 1963 and 1963 respectively, and 
this combined edition is dated 1979. 133pp. 


BELL CURVE (Richard J. Herrnstein & Charles 
Murray) £25.00. This book, which has aroused 
enormous controversy, deals with differences in 
intellectual capacity among people and groups. 
Although aimed primarily at an American audience it 
has world wide significance. 1994, xxvi, 845pp. 


BEST OF ATTACK AND NATIONAL VANGUARD, 
THE £12.00. A selection of hard-hitting nationalist 
articles published between 1970 and 1982 in two 
uncompromising American magazines. 217 large 
pages. 

BIOLOGY OF THE RACE PROBLEM, THE (Prof. 
W.C. George) £1.00. The race equality hoaxdestroyed 
by an academic expert. 7Opp. 


BOUND TO FAIL (Sundry authors) £2.00. A series 
of articles by various experts covering every aspect of 
Britain's disastrous membership of the EEC. 1987, 
62pp. 

BRITAIN’S FUTURE: THE MEANING OF THE 
MAASTRICHT TREATY (Prof. Stephen Bush) 
£1.25.A strong plea for British independence from EC 
bureaucracy. 1990 (rep. 1993), 24pp. 

* BRITISH ISLES, THE (Hugh Kearney) £7.95. 
Subtitled ‘A history of four nations’ this is an outline of 
British history by an academic historian stressing the 
role of the non-English parts of the British Isles. 1989, 
324pp. 

CAMP OF THE SAINTS, THE (Jean Raspail) £5.00. 
A welcome reissue of this sensational novel about the 
destruction of the white race by Asian immigrant 
invasion. 1973, 311pp. 


CASE FOR DAVID IRVING, THE (Nigel Jackson) 
£12.50. A study of the organisations and individuals 
seeking tosuppress the historian David Irving's freedom 
to traveland communicate and of the smear campaign 
against him. The book relates largely to Mr. Irving's 
efforts to get into Australia. 1994, xi, 208pp. 

CELTS -- FIRST MASTERS OF EUROPE, THE 
(Christine Eluere) £6.95. A richly illustrated account 
ofthe arts and military achievements of this remarkable 
people in its pre-Roman and pre-Germanic heyday. 
1992, 175pp. 

CENSORED HISTORY (Eric Butler) £4.00. An 
examination of some of the facts of recent history that 
have not found their way into textbooks or newspapers. 
A welcome return to print. 1974, 48pp. 
CHURCHILL’S GRAND ALLIANCE (John 
Charmley) £20.00 A study of the Anglo-American 
relationship 1940-57 showing the disastrous 
consequences of Churchill's faith in US friendship. 
1995. xv, 427pp. 

CHURCHILL’S WAR (David Irving) £16.95. The 
highly controversial story of Britain’s World War Il 
leader during the late pre-war and wartime years. This 
book was shunned by all the ‘establishment’ publishers 
on account of its startling disclosures. Churchill- 
worshippers and believers in the ‘orthodox’ version of 
modern history will not like this book, as it describes its 
central character as the man who ruined Britain and 


NORMALLY OPEN MONDAY TO FRIDAY 10.00am. TO 5.30pm. 


Here is the latest list of our books. The prices 
given in each case do not include postal 
charges, which should be estimated by 
calculating one eighth the total value of the 
order, except in the case of overseas orders, 
where those about to order should first enquire. 
Money should be enclosed with all orders. All 
cheques or postal orders should be made out 
to the "BNP Book Service" only, and should 
not be included in remittances sent to 
associated bodies for other items. Orders are 
likely to be dealt with more quickly if ‘BNP 
Book Service’ is marked on the envelope. Please 
send all orders to our mail order address: 
PO Box 117, Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 

New titles are marked with stars * 
Please note this fact, which is of great 
importance: the books sold through the BNP 
Book Service are written by many different 
kinds of authors holding a number of different 
political viewpoints, very few of them being in 
any way connected with the British National 
Party. The party’s Book Service distributes 
these books because it is felt that they fill 
important gaps in public information and 
understanding of vital national and 
international issues. This does not mean that 
all of what is printed in these books should 
necessarily be taken as representative of the 
policies of the British National Party. We 
reserve the right to differ with some of the 
authors on some parts of their writings. 


the British Empire in his insane vendetta against 


Hitler. 1987, 591 pp. 

CHURCHILL: THE END OF GLORY (John 
Charmley) £30.00. This massive work follows in the 
footsteps of David Irving in his Churchill’s War in its 
demolition of the myth of Churchill as a great national 
leader. The author is in fact less personally scathing 
in his treatment of his subject than is Irving, even 
stating that Churchill was a ‘great man’. Nevertheless, 
the book highlights our war Premier's overweening 
personal ambition and is particularly critical of his 
failure to come to an agreement with Hitler after British 
forces had been defeated in Europe in 1940. A 
valuable new contribution to revisionist history. 1993, 
742pp. 

COLLAPSE OF BRITISH POWER, THE (Correlli 
Barnett) £10.99. A welcome reissue of a vitally 
important book first published in 1972. Shows how 
liberalism and lack of political realism brought about 
Britain's 20th century decline in the political, industrial 
and military fields. 643pp. 

CONSPIRACY OR DEGENERACY? (Prof. Revilo 
P. Oliver) £4.00. Text of a lecture by the author, a 
brilliant classical scholar, to New England rally for 
God, Family and Country 1966. 76pp. 


CONTROL OF THE COMMUNICATIONS MEDIA 


A fine 
introduction 
to British 
history. Find 
out more 
about our 
national 
roots 


(See this 
page) 


AND CONDITIONING OF THE PUBLIC MIND (Col. 
B.S. Turner) £9.75. An updated version of articles 
appearing in On Target newsletter. Packed with facts 
about the ownership of the media and their political 
bias. 1992, 34pp (A4). 

CONTROVERSY OF ZION, THE (Douglas Reed) 
£14.50. A bestseller in nationalist circles ever since its 
publication. A study of Jewish-Gentile relations since 
biblical times, packed with little known and long 
suppressed facts. 1979, S8Opp. 


* CRYING WOLF: HATE CRIME HOAXES IN 
AMERICA (Laird Wilcox), 13.00. Asurvey of over 
120 cases where "race attacks" have been fabricated 
for political or financial advantage, 1994, 128, (20)pp. 


DEADLIER THAN THE H-BOMB (Leonard Young) 
£2.00. A reprint of an important work on the money 
power and its threat to the freedom of mankind. The 
author was a distinquished RAF officer and active 
nationalist. 1956, rep. 1992, 72pp. 


DID SIX MILLION REALLY DIE? (Richard Harwood) 
£1.00. The fact-filled pamphlet which strongly refutes 
the official ‘Holocaust’ figures. 28pp. 


DISPOSSESSED MAJORITY, THE (Wilmot 
Robertson) £15.50. This book has attracted worldwide 
attention, dealing as it does with racial problems in 
America and not just simply the black-white situation. 
2nd edition 1981, 613pp. j 


ELITE, THE (Barbara Cole) £11.75. The exciting 
story of the Rhodesian Special Air Service and its 
campaign against terrorism. 1984, 449pp. 

FACING THE ABYSS (A.K. Chesterton) £1.00. A 
graphic portrayal of the decay ofour political and social 
life by one of the outstanding figures of post-war British 
Nationalism. 1976, 118pp. 


FORCED WAR, THE (David L. Hoggan) £21.00. 
Described by Harry Elmer Barnes as “...the first 
thorough study of responsibility for the causes of the 
Second World War...the definitive revisionist work on 
the subject.” 1989, 732pp. 
FRENCH REVOLUTION, THE (Nesta Webster) 
£6.00. A much needed reprint of the counter-revolut- 
ionary classic that exposed the plotting behind the first 
great revolutionary bloodbath of modern history. 1919 
(rep. 1988), xiv, 519pp. 
FROM ROME TO MAASTRICHT (Brian Burkitt, 
Mark Baimbridge and Stephen Reed) £1.50. A 
reappraisal of Britain's membership of the European 
Community -- from the Campaign for an Independent 
Britain. 1992, 69pp. 
GLOBAL MANIPULATORS, THE (Robert Eringer) 
£2.50. While the author repudiates any conspiratorial 
view of world events, he still provides a comprehensive 
exposure of the organisation and influence of the 
Bilderberg Group andthe Trilateral Commission. 1980, 
95pp. 
GLOBAL TYRANNY... STEP BY STEP (William F. 
Jasper) £12.50. How the UN is being developed as an 
omnipotent global government, suppressing national 
identities and human rights. The author is senior editor 
of The New Americanand a John Birch Society officer. 
1992 xvii, 350pp. 
GRAND DESIGN, THE (Douglas Reed) £2.25. A 
behind-the-scenes look at modern world history. 1977, 
45pp. 
GREAT HOLOCAUST TRIAL, THE (Michael A. 
Hoffmann Il) £4.00. Very comprehensive and well- 
written report on the infamous trial of Ernst Zundel and 
freedom of speech and inquiry in Canada. 1985, 95pp. 
HIDDEN MENACE TO WORLD PEACE (James 
Gibb Stuart) £10.00. This latest work bya well-known 
advocate of monetary reform deals also with secret 
politics, media censorship and the movement towards 
a ‘new world order’. 1993, 233pp. 
HITLER’S WAR (David Irving) £25.00. A revised 
and abridged version of The War Path: Hitler's 
sgh 1933-39 and Hitler's War(1977 ed.). 1991, VI, 
Pp. 
HOAX OF THE TWENTIETH CENTURY, THE (Prof. 
A.R. Butz) £5.95. A scientist applies clinicaimethods 


“to an investigation of the ‘Holocaust’ and dissects a 


number of popular myths. 2nd ed. 1977, 315pp. 
(Contd. overleaf) 
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HOLOCAUST DENIAL: NEW NAZI LIE OR NEW 
INQUISITION? (Alexander Baron) £8.50. An 
independent libertarian researcher defends the rights 
of holocaust revisionists and exposes the lies of the 
individuals and organisations seeking to suppress free 
enquiry on the subject. Packed with facts and 
quotations. 1994, 179pp. 

IMPERIUM (Ulrich Varange) £15.00. One of the 
-most important nationalist philosophical books of the 
post-war period. The author, whose real name was 
Francis Parker Yockey, rejects Marx, Freud and other 
‘culture distorters’ and demolishes the whole ideology 
of ‘liberalism.’ Originally published 1948, 625pp. 

1.Q. AND RACIAL DIFFERENCES (Prof. Henry 
Garrett) £1.20. Clear and concise summary of the 
evidence of racial differences in intelligence and their 
significance in education. 1980, 57pp. 

IS THE DIARY OF ANNE FRANK GENUINE? (Robert 
Faurisson) £2.75. Reprinted from The Journal of 
Historical Review, this is a critical commentary on an 
emotive historical document. 1982, 62pp. 

IS THERE INTELLIGENT LIFE ON EARTH? (Prof. 
Revilo P. Oliver) £4.00. An entertaining survey of 
modern fallacies and their charlatan promotors. 1983, 
94pp. 

LEMMING FOLK, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £7.95. 
Awitty and factual examination of current attitudes and 
intellectual fashions that are threatening our future. 
1980, 246pp. 

LEUCHTER REPORT, THE (Fred A. Leuchter) 
£5.00. The evidence on ‘gas chambers’ byan American 
engineer that rocked the Zundel trial. Leuchter effectively 
testified that such installations could not have existed 
in German occupied Europe before or during 1939-45. 
1988, 66pp. 

LIARS OUGHT TO HAVE GOOD MEMORIES 
(Alexander Baron) £4.99. An exposure of the lies and 
crimes ofthe Searchlight ‘mole’ Ray Hillanda demolition 
of his ridiculous book The Other Face of Terror. 1994, 
128pp. 

MAMMON VERSUS GOD (Dr. Kitty Little) £1.00. 
Describes how financial interests are promoting the 
destruction of nationhood. 1993, 30pp. 


MATTER OF LIFE OR DEBT, A (Eric de Mare) 
£4.75. Adistinguished architectural historian examines 
the flaws in our financial and banking system and 
offers a remedy based on the ideas of C.H. Douglas. 
1983, 140pp. 

MERRIE ENGLAND, 2000 (Colin Jordan) £1.00. A 
fictional portrayal of life at the start of the coming 
century, with white people under the lash of the racial 
‘harmonisers’. 1993, 39pp. 

MONEY BOMB, THE (James Gibb Stuart) £4.25. 
Discusses the failure of our debt-based financial 
system and describes its role in creating inflation. 
1983, 158pp. 

NAKED CAPITALIST, THE (W. Cleon Skousen) 
£4.80. A study of the political power and ambitions of 
America’s and the world’s financial capitalists and of 
their link-up with communism. 1970, 144pp. 
NAMELESS WAR, THE (Capt. A.H.M. Ramsay) 
£6.50. An outline of the secret history of the events 
leading up tothe Second World War, including inform- 


ation on previous upheavals. The author had the 


honour of being imprisoned without trial for four years 
during World War II, despite his status as a member 
of parlia-ment. Originally published 1952, 128pp. 
NATIONAL SUICIDE: MILITARY AID TO THE 
SOVIET UNION (Anthony Sutton) £6.80. Shows 
quite conclusively that Soviet military technology is a 
creation of American aid. Exposes the mythof American 
‘anti-communism’. 1973, 83pp. 

NATURAL LAW OF RACE RELATIONS (Laszlo F. 
Thomay) £7.50. An examination of racial tensions in 
a number of areas, showing that they are based not on 
hate or bigotry but on natural, universal tendencies. 
1993, 145pp.. 

NEW UNHAPPY LORDS, THE (A.K. Chesterton) 
£6.00. An exposure of the financial power that seeks 
to dragoon mankind into a global police state. 
1972,288pp. 


POPULISM AND ELITISM (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£4.00. A study of the purpose and function of political 
power and the elements which wield it in the present 
century. 1982, 101pp. 

RACE (J.R. Baker) £25.00 hardback. The author, a 
professional Zoologist for 50 years, provides an objective 
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The long- 
suppressed 
story of 
“the 
greatest 
massacre in 
the history 
of the 
world" 


APOCALYPSE 1945 
| The Destruction of Dresden 


(See 
previous 
page) 


and scholarly account of what race means and how the 
concept has affected human thinking. A specialist 
book, but one of great importance. 1974, 625pp. 


RACE, INTELLIGENCE AND EDUCATION. 50p. 
Produced by a group of nationalist teachers in reply to 
an NUT race-mixing booklet. Packed with facts and 
cogent argument. 1979, 20 A4 pages. 


RACE AND POLITICS (H.B. Isherwood) 50p. Shows 
that a sense of racial identity is an essential element of 
nationhood. 1974, 36pp. 


RACE AND REALITY (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
companion volume and supplement to Race and 
Reason, showing how the truth about the race issue 
has been suppressed by interested parties. 1967 (rep. 
1977), 192pp. 


RACE AND REASON (Carlton Putnam) £4.00. A 
plain, unemotional account of the race issue that has 
been an invaluable contribution to the debate ever 
since it was first published. 1961 (rep. 1977), 125pp. 


RECONSTRUCTION TRILOGY, THE (Thomas 
Dixon) £12.00. A reprint of The Leopara's Spots, The 
klansman and The Traitor, three great novels dealing 
with the ‘Reconstruction’ of the American South after 
the Civil War as seen from the Southern Whites’ point 
of view. Dixon's novels inspired the epic D.W. Griffith 
film Birth of a Nation, the race mixers’ least favourite 
picture. 1902-1907, rep. 1994, xx, 550pp. 


RESPONSE, THE (James Goldsmith) £5.99. The 
author answers objections from various sources to 
earlier book The Trap. 1995 , 203pp. 


ROTTEN HEART OF EUROPE, THE (Bernard 
Connolly) £17.50. A former official of the European 
Commission exposes the lies and deceit involved in 
theestablishment ofthe ERM and the dangers involved 
in European monetary union and European federalism. 
The book created a sensation on its release last 
Autumn. 19985, xviii, 427pp. 


SEARCHLIGHT ON A SEARCHLIAR (Alexander 
Baron) £2.99. A detailed, factual and annotated 
destruction of the pretensions of Gerry Gable, self- 
styled ‘anti-fascist’ researcher and editor of Searchlight 
magazine. Shortly after this exposure of Gable’s lies, 
the author was assaulted at his home by a group of 
thugs. His libel action against Searchlight and its 
distributers has now stopped a number of bookshops 
stocking Gable's hate-sheet.1993, 53pp. 

SECRET SOCIETIES AND SUBVERSIVE 
MOVEMENTS (Nesta Webster) £14.00. A standard 
authority on the most important secret societies 
undermining civilisation and Christianity in the 200 
years up to the 1920s. 1924, rep. 1994, 419pp. 


SELF-DETERMINATION? THE QUESTION 
ULSTER MUST ANSWER (Richard Cameron) 
£5.99. The author's solution of self-determination for 
Ulster under the Crown may be contentious, but the 
book makes plain the neglect and mismanagement to 
which the province has been subjected by direct rule. 
1992, 192pp. 

SEXUAL DEAD-END, THE (Stephen Green) £9.95. 
A factual and scientific description of the threat to 
personal and social health posed by homosexuality, 
with an account of the rise of the ‘Gay Liberation’ 
movements and ‘Gay’ activism. This book is not 
sensationalist but nor is it for the squeamish or easily 
shocked. 1992, 482pp. . 

SOME TO MECCA TURN TO PRAY (Mervyn 
Hiskett) £12.95. An examination of Islamic values and 


tradition with important sections on the relations 
between Moslems and host societies and Islam and 
Zionism. 1991, 357pp. 


SPEARHEAD BINDER (£7.60). Made to hold 12 
copies of Spearhead magazine. Keep your valuable 
collection of back-numbers in perfect condition and 
ready for handy reference. 

STALIN’S WAR (Ernst Topich) £13.00. A revis- 
ionist view of the origins of World War II by an Austrian 
professor of philosophy. 1987, 152pp. 

STRUGGLE FOR WORLD POWER, THE (George 
Knupffer) £6.20. The fourth edition of a work by a 
distinguished Russian author dealing with the 
communist and financial conspiracies and showing 
the link between the two. 1986, 240pp. 

SURVIVAL OF BRITAIN, THE (Bryan B. Monahan) 
£7.80. A series of articles from the Social Creditor 
dealing with political and economic threats to Britain's 
survival and offering solutions tothe problem of inflation. 
1971, vili, 124pp. 

THOUGHT CRIMES: THE KEEGSTRACASE (Doug 
Christie) £2.40. The text of Doug Christie’s courtroom 
defence of the persecuted Canadian schoolteacher 
Jim Keegstra. 1986, 34pp. 


TRAP, THE (Sir James Goldsmith) £7.99. A well- 
known businessman defends the concept of the nation 
state and points out the perils of free trade, particularly 
from the far East. 1994, 216pp. 

TREASON AT MAASTRICHT (Rodney Atkinson & 
Norris McWhirter) £3.50. A complete and detailed 
exposure of the illegal and unconstitutional action of 
the Government in signing the Treaty of Maastricht. 
1994 123pp. 

USES OF RELIGION, THE (Prof. Revilo P. Oliver) 
£1.00. Examines the value of religion as a socially 
cohesive force. 1982, 36pp. 


VENTILATIONS (Wilmot Robertson) £4.50. The 
sequel to the same author’s widely acclaimed The 
Dispossessed Majority. Revised edition 1982, 113pp. 


VICTIM OF THE HOLOCAUST (Hans Peter 
Rullman) £3.50. The story of the framing of John 
Demjanjuk. 1987, 78pp. 

VIKING LORDS OF THE SEAS, THE (Yves Cohar) 
£6.95. A beautifully illustrated book showing that the 
Vikings were more than simply plunderers. They were 
explorers and traders with a literature and a system of 
beliefs. 1992, 175pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE BOLSHEVIK 
REVOLUTION (Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. The 
links between Wall Street finance and the Russian 
Revolution are proved beyond all question by an 
established scholar. 1974, 228pp. 


WALL STREET AND THE RISE OF HITLER 
(Anthony C. Sutton) £6.80. A book that has aroused 
considerable controversy by its suggestion that Hitler 
had big financial backing from Wall Street. Read what 
he says and decide for yourself. 1976, 220pp. 


WAR LORDS OF WASHINGTON (Curtis B. Dall) 
£2.60. In an interview with Anthony J. Hilder, 
Roosevelt's son-in-law exposes FDR’s responsibility 
for Pearl Harbour. n.d., 45pp. 


WEALTH, VIRTUAL WEALTH AND DEBT 
(Frederick Soddy) £10.00. The author, a Nobel 
prize-winner in chemistry, points theway toa satisfactory 
and beneficial financial system. A long-established 
classic. 1926 (Rep. 1983), 320pp. 


YESTERDAY & TOMORROW £4.50. A collection of 
articles on ‘The Tradition of National Revolution’. 
Featured authors include Belloc, Chesterton, Fr. Fahey 
and Corneliu Codreanu. 1994, 80pp. 


ZIONIST CONNECTION, THE (Alfred M. Lilienthal) 
£13.00. The second edition of a sensational exposure 
by a non-Ziontst Jew of Zionist power politics. A real 
eye-opener from an author who can't be labelled ‘anti- 
semetic’! 1982, 904pp. 

ZIONIST FACTOR, THE (Ivor Benson) £10.40. 
New and much improved edition of a book first 
published in 1986. A study of the Jewish presence in 
20th century history, covering such events as the 
Bolshevik Revolution, the creation of Israel, the fall of 
Rhodesia and the relationship between communism 
and capitalism. 1992, iii, 205pp. 

ZIONIST TERROR NETWORK, THE £2.00. A 12 
page report on the murderous activities in the United 
States of the Jewish Defence League, compiled by the 
Institute for Historical Review, which has itself been 
the target of devastating Zionist terrorism. 


PUBLICITY 


MATERIAL 


Except where otherwise stated, the items listed 
below should be ordered from PO Box 117, 
Welling, Kent DA16 3DW. 


BNP PUBLICATIONS 


A New Way Forward 
A summary of the main political objectives of the British 
National Party. 79p post-free. 


Fight Back! 

British National Party manifesto for the 1992 election. 
Policies are exactly as outlined in A New Way Forward 
(above) but with different title, cover design and 
introduction. 79p post-free. 


Where We Stand 

A new, abridged and bang up-to-date statement of BNP 
policies. Standard information brochure sent to enquirers. 
29p post-free. 


No to Maastricht! No to Europe! 

Brand-new booklet outlining the British National Party 
case against the EC and in particular against the Maastricht 
Treaty. Produced by BNP Devon Branch in collaboration 
with party headquarters. 59p post-free. 


The Enemy Within 


Exposes the role of the BBC as a weapon of mass 
brainwashing. The booklet comprises the text of an 
official complaint by the party to the Broadcasting 
Complaints Commission. 44p post-free. 

BNP Activists’ Handbook 

This is the publication that so many have been waiting for. 
The handbook is a comprehensive instruction course in all 
the essential techniques needed in promoting and building 
the British National Party at local branch level, starting 
from scratch when the activist is entirely alone. This booklet 
is a mine of information that all activists, old and new, will 
find valuable in the quest to make their activities more 
efficient and effective. Itis a ‘must’ for everyone who wants 
to be more than just an armchair nationalist. The Handbook 
is illustrated and runs to 71 pages. £1.86 post-free. 


BNP Propaganda handbook 

Spreading the Word is a new handbook on propaganda 
designed to supplement the Activists’ Handbook. 
Illustrated, Spreading the Word runs to 60 pages and 
contains five sections:- (1) General Principles of 
Propaganda; (2) Recruitment; (3) Canvassing for Elections; 
(4) Speaking to the Media; and (5) Speaking from the 
platform and presentation of Party meetings. Special 
attention is also given to dealing with enemy smears -- 
valuable for this alone. £1.86 post-free. 


BADGES & MERCHANDISE 


BNP Badges 
British National Party badges with logo in red, white and 
blue. £1.50 post-free. 


Union Jack lapel badges 
£1.50 each pest-free. £1.30 each post-free for 10 or 
more. Wear and sell anywhere. 


Rebuild Britain now! 


‘A DECENT EDUCATION 


= Britain safe! 


NEW TWO-SIDED LEAFLET 
Front and back (above). See first item under 
‘BNP leaflets’ (centre column) 


BNP Key Rings 
Key rings with attachment bearing BNP logo in red, white 
and blue. £1.75 post-free. 


BNP Cloth Logo 


- BNP logo in cloth, also in red, white and blue. Ideal for 


sowing onto sports bags, jackets, etc. £1.50 post-free. 


BNP LEAFLETS 


Striking new two-sided leaflet. Red, white and blue 
colour scheme lends visual impact to an excellent new 
leaflet. All the best slogans are used including ‘Rebuild 
Britain Now’! which, features sections on ‘Health and 
Welfare’, ‘A Decent Education’, ‘Say No to Europe’! and 
‘Rebuild Our Industry’. Other slogans used include ‘Time 
For A New Party’; ‘Join Us’! and ‘Make Britain Safe’! 
which focuses on crime-ridden Britain and identifies our 
solutions, including the rebuilding of a sense of national 
community -- possible only in an all-white Britain! This is 
the fourth ‘Spearhead’ leaflet that the party is pushing this 
year in the run up to the General Election and is sure to 
generate interest. £9.50 per 1,000, with postage charges 
of £4.70 for 1,000 and £5.25 for 2,000. 


Join us! Highly successful recruiting leaflet designed for 
general recruitment campaigns. Gives brief account of best 
known BNP policies. A summons to battle! 


Defend Britain's Fishermen! Attacks the betrayal of the 
fishing industry. Especially suitable for giving out in fishing 
areas. 

Hang Child Murderers! New leaflet -- replacing old one 
on same issue. Calls for the death penalty for the killing of 
little children -- especially topical following cases such as 
the murder of little Daniel Handley by homosexual perverts. 
Why Britain detests the Tories Aimed especially at 
disillusioned Tory voters, listing the failures of the Major 
government. 

These leaflets cost £5.50 per 1,000, with postage charges 
of £4.70 for 1,000 and £5.25 for 2,000. 


Regular leafletting is the key to increased recruitment. 
These are first class propaganda weapons, use them to 
build the British Resistance! 


BNP RECORDINGS 


‘Rally ’95. Video-recording of the latest BNP Annual 


Rally, staged in London on November 1 1th 1995. Hear and 
see speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, Thomas 
Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. William Pierce and 
John Tyndall. 

Video for Rally ’95 costs £15.00 plus 98p p&p. 


Rally °94. Video-recording of the BNP Annual Rally, 
staged near London on November 5th 1994. Hear and see 
speeches by David Bruce, Richard Edmonds, Gunther 
Deckhert, Claude Cornilleau, Michael Newland and John 
Tyndall. 


Rally ’93. Video-recording of the BNP Annual Rally, 
staged just outside London on November 6th 1993. Hear 
and see speeches by John Morse, David Bruce, Kirk Lyons, 
Claude Cornilleau and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’92. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally inLondon 
on October 24th 1992. Hear and see speeches by Syd 
Carthew, John Peacock, Ken Henderson, Claude Comilleau, 
David Bruce, Sam Dickson, Richard Edmonds and John 
Tyndall. 


Rally ’91. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in London 
on October 12th 1991. Hear and see speeches by Steve 
Tyler, Scott McLean, Ken Henderson, Eddy Butler, Tony 
Wells, Dr. Donald Clarke, Richard Edmonds and John 
Tyndall. 


Rally ’90. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally in London 
on October 13th 1990. Hear and see speeches by David 
Bruce, Steve Cartwright, John Peacock, Karl Philipp, Tony 
Lecomber, Steve Smith, RichardEdmonds and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’89. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally inLondon 
on October ]4th 1989. Hear and see speeches by Mark 


RALLY ‘95 


ieee econding of the 
British National Party Annual Rally, 
November 11th 1995 


Hear:- 
JOHN MORSE (Chairman) 
RICHARD EDMONDS 
_ THOMAS ANDERSSON 
_ MICHAEL NEWLAND 
Dr. WILLIAM L. PIERCE 
JOHN TYNDALL 


RNP Recardinas clo PO Box 117. Welling, Kent DA16 3DW 


This is the latest British National Party 
rally video. This is the November 1995 rally 
the authorities tried their best to stop. Hear 
and see John Morse, Richard Edmonds, 
Michael Newland and John Tyndall, with 
special guests from overseas Thomas 
Andersson (Sweden) and Dr. William L. 
Pierce of the U.S. National Alliance. 
Price is £15.00 plus 98p p&p. 


Wilson, John Peacock, Gus McLeod, Tony Morgan, Davia 
Bruce, Harry Mullin, Richard Edmonds and John Tyndall. 


Rally ’87. Video-recording of BNP Annual Rally inLondon 
on October 31st 1987. Hear and see speeches by Ronald 
Rickcord, Ian Sloan, Gus McLeod, Dr. Peter Peel, Richard 
Edmonds, Stanley Clayton-Gamett, David Bruce and John 
Tyndall. 


Videos for Rally ’87 to Rally ’94 cost just £12.00 plus 
98p p&p. Allare ideal to show to family or friends, or 
for use at local BNP meetings if a main speaker is not 
available. 


Audio tape 

Rally °95. Tape-recording of the latest BNP Annual 
Rally, staged in London on November 11th 1995. Hear 
speeches by John Morse, Richard Edmonds, Thomas 
Andersson, Michael Newland, Dr. William Pierce and 
John Tyndall. £6.00 plus 36p p&p. 


ALLIED PUBLICATIONS 


THE TRUTH AT LAST 

Hard-hitting tabloid for American and other White Race 
patriots. Truth At Last is not a BNP publication but the 
topics are most enlightening covered as they are with 
total freedom of speech and frankness. Send £5 note for 
trial 6 month subscription. Obtainable from: Truth At 
Last, PO Box 1211, Marietta, Georgia 30061, U.S.A. 


NATIONAL VANGUARD 


Serious and thoughtful magazine produced by Dr. William 
L. Pierce of the National Alliance but of interest to white 
people all over the world. Appears irregularly. Send 
US$5.50 for sample. 6 issue subscription: air mail US$30; 
surface mail US$18. Ensure to remit in US currency only. 
PO Box 330, Hillsboro, WV 24946, USA. 
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BNP Action 


CAMPAIGNS AGAINST MOSQUES 
IN EAST AND SOUTH LONDON 


One of the most objectionable 
phenomena of recent times has been the 
eagerness of local authorities in Britain, 
desperate to court the Asian vote, to grant 
planning consent for the building of 
mosques in areas where they conflict with 
the local environment and are strongly 
opposed by the indigenous local people. 
This contrasts strongly with the draconian 
methods used by Bexley Council in South 
East London to deny to the British 
National Party the use of its bookshop in 
Welling on planning grounds. 

Recently, planning permission was 
granted by Merton Borough Council for 
the building of a mosque in Morden, 
South West London, without even the 
formality of a council vote on the subject. 
In defending this move, Councillor Spacey 
said that it was known that if the appli- 
cation had been refused the local Moslems 
would have appealed, and it was certain 
that their appeal would have been upheld 
by central government, the refusal over- 
turned and the council fined and made to 
cover costs. Councillor Spacey evidently 
knows the way things work in West- 
minster! 

The granting of consent for the building 
of the mosque has met with massive local 
opposition, and this has in large part been 
due to an energetic campaign against it by 
Croydon & Surrey branch of the British 
National Party. The BNP has been busy 
distributing a special leaflet on the issue 
throughout the area and this has brought in 
a great deal of local sympathy and 
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support. 

A similar campaign is being conducted 
in Newham, East London, by the BNP 
against a proposed scheme to build a 
mosque in the Beckton area. 

The BNP has no objection to Moslems 
having their own places of worship — 
providing that they are in Moslem 
countries and not in Britain! The party 
particularly objects to mosques built here 
in areas where they will greatly inconven- 
ience local people and interfere with 
normal use of local amenities. 


A reminder about changes 


Some readers apparently have not yet digested 
the news, announced in our April issue, that 
from last month onwards most of the effective 
editorial work on Spearhead will be performed 
by newly appointed Assistant Editor Tom North. 
As stated at the time, this new arrangement is 
essential to allow John Tyndall to concentrate 
more time on his duties as leader of the British 
National Party. Over the coming months Mr. 
Tyndall’s main preoccupation will lie in the field 
of preparation of the BNP to contest 50-plus seats 
in the general election, and he will be particularly 
involved in preparation of the party’s election 
propaganda. He simply cannot give adequate 
attention to these matters if much of his time con- 
tinues to be occupied with Spearhead. 

Readers are asked to avoid, if possible, 
sending Mr. Tyndall long letters requiring 
reading; to refrain from sending him mountains 
of press cuttings which he is expected to wade 
through; and from raising with him in corres- 
pondence party matters which can be dealt with 
by other party officials. It will be greatly 
appreciated if everyone co-operates in this. 


Tony Lecomber talks 
about BNP and the 


Internet on radio 
channel in Scotland 


Radio Scotland’s Newsweek programme (not 
to be confused with the TV programme of the 
same name broadcast on weekday evenings on 
BBC2) covered the use of the Internet by 
political groups last month, and in the process 
interviewed British National Party spokesman 
Tony Lecomber. In a two-minute discussion 
Mr. Lecomber explained the BNP’s use of the 
Internet, saying that up to now it has been one 
of the few public media that the party has 
been able to use freely. Today, he said, about 
three-quarters of a million people in Britain 
are tuned into sites dealing with political 
affairs. One of the BNP’s opponents, repres- 
enting Searchlight magazine, did the party a 
favour by stating that it is now reaching a 
great many professional people and students, 
who tend to be the types of people who have 
computers tuned into the Internet. Recruits to 
the party are now being attracted by this new 
medium. They are not huge in number but 
tend to be among the most intelligent elements 
in the population. 

Most of what Mr. Lecomber said to the 
interviewer was cut gut of the broadcast 
version but listeners in Scotland have testified 
that the BNP came very well out of the 
encounter. 


BRANCHES AND GROUPS 


British National Party units certified as 
branches for the year 1996 will last month 
have received certificates to that effect. All 
those which have received no such certificates 
should consider themselves as groups. Units 
with the status of groups should not — repeat 
not — represent themselves as branches. 
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LOCAL GOVERNMENT ELECTIONS, MAY 2nd 


BNP vote holds up well 


BRITISH NATIONAL PARTY candidates 
performed creditably in last month’s local 
government elections in the few seats that 
they fought. Over the 2'4 years since the 
party’s now famous success at Millwall we 
have had to contend with an accelerating 
swing towards Labour which has greatly 
reduced opportunities for the BNP. In these 
circumstances, and considering that at the 
moment the bulk of the party’s resources 
and efforts are concentrated on the coming 
general election, the results on May 2nd 
were quite encouraging. 

To take one example, Christian Jackson, 
standing in the Todmorden Ward in the 
elections to Calderdale Council (Lancs.) 
gained 89 votes, which in a small poll 
amounted to 3.2 per cent. The same can- 
didate, fighting the same ward in much 
more favourable conditions in the May 1994 
elections, won 3.8 per cent of the votes — 
not a big drop considering the sweeping 
swing towards Labour that has occurred 
everywhere during the last two years. 

Another very fair result was obtained by 
Keith Axon, standing in Kingstanding Ward 
in Birmingham. In a large ward containing 
over 9,000 households, he obtained 215 
votes, which was 5 per cent of the poll. 
Because of the size of the area no can- 
vassing was possible, and his small team 
had to work very hard to leaflet some 8,000 
homes. His colleague, Lee Windridge, 
standing in nearby Northfield Ward, 
obtained 142 votes (or 2.3 per cent). This 
lesser result was due largely to the priority 
given to the Kingstanding campaign, with a 
smaller portion of the ward leafleted. 

The best result of all was achieved by 


Kent DA16 3DW. 


KEITH AXON 
The BNP’s Kingstanding (Birmingham) 
candidate is seen here delivering a West 
Midlands progress report at last year’s 
annual rally. In a large ward he did well 
to gain 5 per cent of the vote. 


Steven Batkin, standing in the Fenton Green 
Ward of Stoke-on-Trent. Working with very 
little help, he gained 133 votes, which 
amounted to 5.6 per cent of the poll. His 


General Election Fund opened: 
Target £10,000 


As from this this month, the British National Party is opening a General Eletion Fund. This fund 
is entirely separate from locally organised election funds, whose purpose will be to raise money 
to finance local candidates. This new central fund is intended to build up an adequate financial 
reserve to ensure that the party has an efficient headquarters organisation and is able to meet 
the numerous expenses that will be involved in the central running of its election machine. 

Included in such expenses are: the production of the BNP party political broadcast; the printing 
costs involved in the party’s General Election Manifesto; the maintenance of additional telephone 
lines and the hire of mobile telephones; travelling expenses incurred by personnel touring the 
country and in the transporting of election literature to the various constituencies; special 
publicity projects; and much more. For this purpose the party is targeting to raise £10,000. 

All donations should be marked ‘General Election Fund’ and sent to: c/o PO Box 117, Welling, 


vote would have been very much larger, 
however, had it not been for the inter- 
vention of a locally well-known independent 
candidate who campaigned against the 
building of a new mosque in the area and in 
so doing took a large number of votes that 
would otherwise have gone to the BNP. 

In areas where the BNP was fielding one 
candidate and the main parties three candid- 
ates each, estimation of percentages is made 
by multiplying the BNP vote by three. 


Elections in Hackney 
this month 


The British National Party will be 
fighting two local government by- 
elections in East London this 


month. The elections are to 
Hackney Borough Council and will 
be taking place in the De Beauvoir 
and Wick wards on June 27th. 
The BNP candidates will be Vic 
Dooiey (De Beauvoir) and Bill 


Binding (Wick). A lot of work 
needs to be done getting out the 
candidates’ election addresses and 
this task has in fact begun already. 
Additional helpers would be appre- _ 
ciated. Get in touch with Organiser 
Dave King by writing to PO Box 
300, Emma _ Street, Hackney, 
London E2 7BZ or leaving a 
message on the party's central 
telephone number: 0374 454893. 
The time to act is now! 
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